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f^Rir ^ ^.Rn. ^ SiajcTT ci^ % f^ylfrld 

Tnft arraraf dw cRr vnif cf^t gft aft l 

4>i4yi^ ft ija 29 1999 ^ 3nft>T ^ TT^ aft I Pif^te 

5ITf§ra>lft gRT jn#ra> wg mRuIR Rdicb 21 dRcift, 2000 gft srflRJiHT 

■fto 17/1/1999-^tvjfti7^ gRT Tjnft fctR RT ft I Miffttwft eft 3tf^ uTTEr 
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TFiE GAZFTTE OFINDIAtEXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sfc. 1 { 


5nf§l^p5t gM 14 2000 3Tf?Rj;Er=TT ^0 

17/1/1999-it^i! gw ^ ^ 3ik ^fhng aifcW 


31.8.2000 g5t 


gRT eFTTtI ’R? ^ 


3. wf^Tcm^ cf^ 3rtStf^RnT ^ etw 9''i?(5) ^ arj^TR, 4o 

3TWft ^ ^ 3lk 4o f^O, ^ ^ ^ 

jTHiPiio 311^ ^ fjn f^ro^i ■met ^ cnrtT 
■^cg^i ■^rtl'aTT, ^ cw ■ 33 # an^ gw ^ ^ ^ 

gg f?T arrsTR tr arg^g ggi % manM geg?i g^ wgr 
gf^RPTWTog ggi grfcT ^ gfl^ 3iggT ^gg^ 

jgxT^Ri g^ ^grggr t I Mri?rg5i^l % gwi ^ viRgg, aRireim 
^ gg5Tf%g f^gfg? 8 31^, 2005 g^ ^ ^IFf'gfSrgl ^qtPTf ?io 

i5/9/2003-##j# gft f^r gm g^ grw ftgr ^ c^ 

. gigH?M(f5rR^'gg) ■^pftsTT) gtw aim g^ f^' ggi greg^sft ^cg? 
^8Ara uTT% ^ greg arggi giRi c^ grr^t aiggi vjgg^t 5=w^ 
^ gft ^iwn #1t I 


^r. jrfffwi 


4 w ^ ^ gPr^ arggrt g^ t-- 


i) "fr^gg g^t ^ gwm gifilgg^ % angggga ^fgg ?pgT ggrg ^ 

fcHkj Pigg 6(4) ^ af^TTR 'd«icg ^?i ^ 5iid f^gtcfgjf/gwtgg^ g^ gfig 
gr^ aif§r^;ggi g^grgf^ ^ ; 

ii) ijggrgg PrggTgcft ^ arj^, gfHggft ^ fcTg gRff ^ ijitm 
g^ ^ggr •iM g^ I 

iii) ftgg 6 ( 2 ) ^ arggR ^rW ag^ 3 g% ^ gr^ li ^igi^ ^ ^ g| 

^eggm g^ ggr aik ar^g kwr ggr fk t 

Prgtkg yiggigpr ^ ’ftg? jwggcft gg jrrgrR ^ ^ arg^-arg^ ^ ^ 
Pratggjf/gRgiggit ck ^geg? $ I 
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iv) f^TJR 6 ( 4 ) ^ WTcT \J|H4>|{1 ’iRti 4 

W ^ W 3<|iira<f)'i 3fr? vi4»^l<WI3Tf 45t JTFiraf^ ^ I 

v) cj i fO i Pijch sn^jtHT -n i [<5!jc)?) H^iPi^!Jii<H4 (ilyil'fflant ^ 

arg^Ef T^n cr 4 ^ aik ^rra araflt ^ ’Tier 

^ 3TRncff ^ sqk W ^ I '(Hf9Rl'4 

(anf^aTT^Ej^) ^ gRi ^^^33 gRP? aitciT^ 

ant^tant^ ^ wt^?t ^ ^ I 

vi) ^ jrkH aifiki^Ri 3>t oinw mRiihh ^ n)><w51, 

^aTT^anf ?rajT ikft ^ aff I 

vii) %# ^ P l 3idch / vi<^Kch aik 3j l 3ldcb % g>T Mr^-d4 ^ ^1 

viii) w ^ ■Ek^ vJ'WKcfvi - 4o arraft ^ fko, 4o 
k«(k^si fko, ^ afk 4o k ^ cfiRicbc^, ^ % vJTRgJkt/awt 
jTFgcr ftkr 1 

ix) jnfSigjkt k ^TR iRT jRg?T E^pRjkt g>T jRRrt^ '(HcEjim 

fcbill diR) ^ SfR E[5t WEf cF)l W 'd<}5, ‘HKd 5'<idH 

WTTg^ cTPR, ftkRRI eR figft cTFTct WIT W cPR) Ejg 
'{JPlR^d kfjETT W Elf^ EJTS3 Wtf^R k cp»i 'cRi gJI mcd'^lift 

WETT WT t R w 3F Ek^ ^53^ ^ ^ erR ck ^fprra 

gR^r ^ fR? etRect I 

x) arf^TcF^lt k f^Rcfj 8.3.06 ck ^735 -jHijv^iRcb ^g^grt arrakR 
crrkt? Erarcfjkf cf 5^ nlfecf, g^mrf 45t rt ^ 1 gH4i4 ^ 'Ek^ 

RlTkffgt ?TTkra gq 1gw| ^t Efsigjkr 

k argkEi Trm ^ R%35 k oqg^ amk ft^rkf gk fc^Rad 
^ jTfgd cFR ^ I f=^ 3’ 'TSRkf k 5ITR fkfecT krRR TR- Pif^te jnRmk 
gRT Rra qRunii k fiRrRftRJT frm t i 


I Par I I—Si (. 1 ] 


4 ; THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 

■xi) jnf^TcF^ % fcrfiT^ ^ ^r^cT apilq^n ara 

cTTcft ^T)TfcT ^ IRI 3T^?J tR f^aTR 

^EPrasT ciRT^ I 


xii) ^ 5TRJT aifERpPTT sfk ^ ^?T#5rPlcP ^ SR^tR ^ ftfiFT 

^5TcFi# IRT cJJcRT fcRlRt W ^ ?T^F5 ^ PliJAIcIcft c^ CH^fHR 
^ afk R?r ?Tcp \i'ict)| ^ HlHel ^ ^£1 £R 3Tr^ -ti'id ^><11)14)1 
if Tlxrf ^ t I qygiFS iRi fcRj 41X1 ^ cfft git 41^ t, 

^ 4R fcTETR Ridi 'iiii aft? uHT gi^ ^jailfrid ^aiT, ^ xr ^^nngfi 
4 xixrf gft 41^ t I 

xiii) Piynigcfl ^ i6 ^ arj^, ^ grra gf^iitfi ^ fcRiR 

f?t544 TiTT 3Tf^[gr4 dsjff/arTETR gg ^rrit w gaigjRt gtt Rntgi 

21.3.2006 g^ fcfRTT 4rgT aft? ??? ?ig£r ^t gra ftgrf&pff ^ yitg 
mRuiihI if fcif^gd fcTm? 4Tin t i 

xiv) grfg, (^dig> i ai^ 2003 ?I 30 ftrag?, 2004 (is ^itf) git Rtg aigfjt 

^ ^ gft 4if I aifit R^ctgui aoteT 2000-411^ 2001, aitei 

2001-4 tM 2002, 31^51 2002-4n^ 2003 cTSTT Rtg 3igf& ^ fcRUT 
4Rni 

xv) f?T arf^Rjxrgj **** xmgcmit fsfRtt ggrgg? ^ 

4fig4ftg armR g? g? 5 ^ gnggiT^ t aft? giRtgir^t gRi greWstt RgHNcfl 
^ l?tt g? tcTgR ftigr i 

4T. 'Tcgra' aft? ?niH cRg 

si 4^1 ^ Tf ^rfJrcH ^^RTi^MtcT 2TT I g? ggi pRitggi ?i4ftsTr 
t, aig: grm ^ gifg gig? 41x1 xjcgig gtt ft gnf^iR 

4PJT f I g?d^tft ?RiT xf^tgr^fStgRrcT aftgRl t 1 ??igiT 

ggt4i ^iMlggi^xi, -^Ffgfgtg?!, xnx^^ ^ 3iT?r?Ri gggm gft 

^^rgi^, aRgfltgi aTc?i^ftg aft? f^Rtgi^fer, ij^gtf^, 





[^1—•gp^sl] 




5 


f^mW ^ a>rm ^ waR ^ 

’imcit <f ftRn ^3irai t i 'a? chi4Pi4) rifh t # 'dny'iw <?tHi!(jc<t5 
tf^ 3rt^lP|i|H.a5t Wl ^ 3lSITa 29 ^ ^ W 29332920 3lk 

ant^Wl ^ ^ sm t i 1^ a? a^ftaRR ^aR 

-Haidi^Hch t aftr aifa ^ ara^ a? ftRft ift aaav a^tf 

aiHrar aff t i Wra ^aaia ft^aarart afta ar^ 

aa B?T?aa ’ft a^ar t i fftRft ift a«?W7 srt 
f^aiatfta ^ana ai^jar ■aara a^ ^ ^ a^ aft^ aa^ ^ fft^n aar t 
sfR aiRfaaft aa fft^ta t fft? a?fta sri RPiRd aaaa sfta 
aaa ftar gRi fftfftffta aar fftaft^ aana aiaa^ft fftaaraaft ^ stgaR 
aara a?ga t i 

а. a^a?fta 

б. ’JR Rta ft araaM atta ^ aaftaa-aa asfta aft ak ft fto 
sTRftt ^ fcrfftta, ^ sfR fto anft ^ fta a >Hi’t^fea)c^ , ^ gra 
aiaa fftvar aai ar i ftt^ f ft a lath afttan ft fto aaaft ^ f^rfftfta, 

fto ^frfta ftat^^ f^o, ^ aft? fto ^ ftt ^ffta>ea f^o, ^ 
5 Rr anaa5ift/3na5ft aaR^r aRR aa t i fto aa^ftt irt fcftftfta, ^ 
aft? fto ■^fftfta f^o, ^ 5RI jRga afta^l asir Rpraaft a? 

a^ aft Rfft ^ fftaft^ ftg fftaR fftRa aar t i fto ft ftt 
ftfftajRFT 5 Rr aacREf aRia aa 3?fa5# aasftft ftaftaw ft ffta fftaRaf[ 
fftar aai t aftfft afta arafft ft ft?ra ?a aftft aft aft^ fftfftat ftaR 
1 ftt.aa ?§ aft Rftft fta aanaa aa ftRrfa fftar aar ar i 

7 . 5?T am ft am arafft ft ftata aftcj aifta ft #a ara.aa. ft aia^ aiR 

ft ^ ftnfta aa Raaa 50%, am aaam fftar fftaft fto aaaftf ffto aa 
ft?aT 40^4 fto ^frfta ftaft^ ffto ^ flam 3.07% aff? fto ft ft 
ftfftaJca aa fl??a ^ aaaia ft 7.15% ??r i af arar aar I fft ft 
fftafa ftaR fftafa ft aatapnft ftftai^^siftrR ftfttaa ft fftftfta Ig 
^ca> ga?T atRar ft siffta Rifftaff ft a?cr ffta aa #? ft ftar ft 
arftiaa ft RifftR aft fa I am; aaftaaft aft aft^ vsftm ft ftarfftaa? ft 
?maT aft an ?raRa t I 
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THE GAZETIE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


8. ^ ^ ^ ^ 2(^) afk me^M 

4.1 (i) ^ 31^^ ^ ^ t I in<i4-5)5ft c[??R ^ ‘ ^ 

vj^Kcti R'iildchl' srarar armra^ % ^ araror t ^ 'T! 

mfer ^3^ ^ srrara^ ^ tfr ^ f^jl^ ‘ ^ anasir 

^ ^ ^ ^ Cfft ^ ^TfF^ t r PllTHIcTcfl ^ 2 (^) 

^ 31^^, ^tTrr" ^ 3?aJ ^ ^Tclcp ^ t ^ 

^ ftf^Ffr’i clan 4>r4^<H8? n cT’tt ^ arajcrr f«Rcm 

"3^ cRg ^ "3^ ^ ^ ^ ^i^-T 4il 

^ ^3^ aJ 5 ailPid ^ t f% ^ ^ 3cm<4) cTaimjfSfrT 

m1%cT cRgaff ^ Piijldcb'l' arajcTT afRiirrarf ^ ^ arai^ ^ ifgai 

3T# snarra^ ^ tott^ # x*^ ^ ar^ xjtiln ^ %Fm 

^ TTHT WT ^ l" 

9. xnf&cm^ % 3TTci^ ^ 35ftR ^ ^ airaiKTt ai4«Jt g? 

^ Xjrtrf ^ I iTRcT Cf5t SJPTR ^ ^ 3Tg^, 33TR^ ^ 

arraiil^d f^rftfeaff apt it ^ arxtKn t i 

w'l'^tRH'i/fxtfJnrW c^ str^ 3if?m ctrfxM w ananf^d Ptf^feaff gji 3ncf?w 

W ^ ftarf^ xiTTdi ^ t I sm: gft xnai t gara 

3tRh cTTfxM ^ atw aiTanlcTd PiRfeij)’ xrairfT aw ptarfd 

aajlaid ^ yfirtT t at? at^ ajrftai a^ aj?tn^ 

fatartnai# ^ f%aR 2 (af) ^ atfat ami dff ^ i 

10. aj^ aratay % aft arf g5T 3OTT t ^ #ir35^ cfjl 4l3dM 

fftajirraraft ^ fftam 2 (aj) ^ fl^attatt ^ argair? aj^ag 's^rfar ttpit ^ 
atafffcfy ay? RitHMcfl TFrR XJc'IK ^ ftPTRftn ft clft arift 3?TT^ g? 
3c^ a^aft t I Tift^raRrft ft ffl ^ ^ Xjytxi ayft t 3ft7 xsnaafft aiay t 
ftO aft ftt aftift^i^ fftayjy 2(a5) ^ 3tg?tR ayftaj 3^ am ffta^T t, fftxg, 
33^ 3Ttcm# g? xTaftay aftft ^ xtaftypnaj ffty^ 7^? f 

ayft^ 3 ?ft 3 cfft gf arfft am fftacftayui gft^ lyamr ft 33afft fftfftyaft ^ 
ft xjnatT t I 53 3T3et ft fto xft ^ #J|4 k> 3 ft srqft 3 aXfR 3 ^ 
aftgcT 1 ftt .33 ayayfft ^ fttam ajftcJ ?lxilK ft ftftf awffta 33^ ^ 
333?? ^ tftaqfty fcpayy 3 ^ ?? I fto aft ftt aftfftcpa?! ?T3 1 ftt.3? 





[^1—-crggi] 


WT5r : 


7 


C|ft ^ >3^ 5r>Tra ^ 1^ w?>t ^ #ft, 

3m; f?T cfjTT^ ^ 3TTgi# ^ «rf^. ^ 

W t I 


^«i JJT^ cmr ^3nj mj 

^.1 an^gqj 

11. ■q^ g?fm % Pict<?^ ftjqr t % '^^qrisT^ci M 

^ ^ siidyj^c; ^?T ^ wq qq #n qrrft ^ I ‘qf^ sipitct 
3ft^ ^r ^ ^ snra^ inm q^r qicT ^ f^rafe ^ q5tR?r 

^ ^ ^ t ^ girmr t sTRim .mgr qR tiremM 
cnw qfT^ t 3ft^ 3TFt dcild^l #fl I’ f^mnqq f^lfcT ^ gqq 
if q^ gefm % ^ dienM ^ q^ gdtq ^ 

3TD% gwRn qft qqqq 3fk gg^f qalci^i ciqi ^ era? 
srmft smcTT qq gqqtq 3fr? srrft qrar ^ qjRH ^ 
g?RRTT {^Trft t I STPimf qff effin qffqq q^ g#q qft f^qcT ftq5t 
qRjeft qftqq % w[5t qqr % I ctTORqr # ^f q? g?itq fq q^ ^ 
5ff^ qqqot 5if% ciq gmi qq? q?r t I ^q snqmf ^ q^ qreifq q5t 
q^TOTf ^ qqq5t #qT qq? q# # 1^ t, qf^ iff^ ^cq? 

qqrm qi? qrrar t ^ ^ f^rfet ^f qffqq q?^ 4 afk sriiiq) 

1^ qrqiff I sronqr, q^ wflq qq Prniqq Rqiq^ srqf^ ^ 
^fqq qg^ ftq^tq f^i% # qgr t afk ^ qwmt t % qtqqM 
gqiq fsi ^ q^ gsifq qft q^ £sif^ 3lk 3ite> qrrqift i 

qg iff f^r^ qqr 11% q^, gafq qft qm ^ f^qRisffq ggnq # 

qt^ if #q qff wnqq srimr qgf qft q^ qtq qft ^cht if qjff 
ti qf^ iffqp wq qfinm q>q qn% qft sT^qfer ^ t qf ^ f^if^ 
if ^ 3q?fqq t <qqgqq gqqqq OTm ^ qqqft q^ 1%# qq qqfq 
qreffq qraR iR% ^ qnw I 
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[Part I —Shc. 1 ] 


^.2 ST^ uTTcT 

12. "Ei^; ^ ^ 5rf% ^ Tiera ir ;3?im gM 

Ti? ^ ^ ^ cp^ t I ^ ^ ^ grf^r, 

EI^; 13#fT cTSIT a# g>t yiTIff% 3TT?m ^ Rijcttiui 

Tm £2iFr ir TM ’Tar t I 


WH q>t noRT-Rgf^ 

g. Riaaf^raf^: WTT^ t^kif aik R1^ Rlf^ 

ir.1 jnf&cbt'Il sm grsR aisfera^ aram M^mdcf) uim 

13. srfSr^T^ % TTRpa Jjair ^ aitwa ^ Ti%3FmJ t^raam^ ^ 

arjtsi 1 c^ ^ 8(2) ^ ar^mr frr wrt ■^r w^cn^ aiFt fta 

^ ift ^ ^ ^ TT?^ ^ 3 Tc[f 6 t ^ 

^s«e^ 3 tr TRT 3 J ^ Pif^iki jn^Tcpr^t afamr Trara Rrf^raait gm 
mS't'iM vsTtrfi c^ s^lupiiaf '< 1 ^ciRK sT^smsn cncar ^ arar ^ 
1)7 sTTuTR arsjciiciw WT ^ t I ^ #a vaa.atiT. 

^ffg cTsiT TT^aa wr am^taa ^s^^ait Traaaf gm 
araa'iM wrcft ^r xjcp % araR araScaaw arar ^ amr aar t 1 nlEjai 
ara^ ^ ^fta xjfa.aa. a^ tja? i^aiMiy ar^aw ai^ ^ ^ aa ^r wa 
f^ 5 T^ an% aa jRara % 1 

14. aaraafrRJa Raniacfl ^ aTjaa 1 ^ %iito 8 ^ ai^aR 

1)? araR ar^oacRar a^ etrrt aa aa fct^ar rt Traaa t aai^ 

#a f^ratcia> ^anma 8 13 a ^ ( 3 ) I^Pil^’^ ara^ ^ ar^w 

arraaaft asa aatar araa srarar ar# aaRar aRi $ 1 ^ 

ara.aa. Tia^g w ^ amxfraaa^ Mcta^/aanaa^ aataa t ^ 
aTTaaaa? anaaa^/aafar ansa jr^ aR ■$ ul-mf^ aiaiR sfsfercRsir 
caa?R aaaraaft aagrR ^r ^aaraj 8 ^ aa ( 3 ) ^r t arfta 
aifSraa^ Pth fciRaa Hua-sl aa ftaR aar a# aai:- 






[ mn I—1 ] 
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cfi) ^5tircff ciFitfj ??sjT ^ «r 

wTT^f, f5f&>41 ^ ^ ^r 

wfSra ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ HcffR if t 

^ wif cTsiT WT gir Tifer^cT t afk if ^ ^ 

vziKT 'H'(<t>i{l ^ ^ 3jk 1IF iff g^iT Pi l ^q f ^ 

elFT^ ^ Wf5t B2r ?jg> ^iftolfecr t; 

^) ^ Wf pift^ cmr fcRfrir fifscff %-?iFfr7 

aT^fsmerr ^ anit ^ wq fr? ara^gf ^ ^ t, 

'OT ^ mR'HmRujI' ^ <ic'!J5!i'«,3F?i PiMeuX mg simR aik 
-CTf ^ gamr^ 5 ri gmiFT ^ wi if; 

f) ^ f^nfeFFFT mn mrfrf ^ artmJk ^ t kr 
m^EfraF ^ Tpjff ^ mrf=ft kf^FRTT 3fk ^ ftM 

^ f; 3ik 

^) fciPiHi) m m m f i 

15. jnf&mrtt % WTFJT ge^i ^ f^qk^T ^ jpfkRkt srra P i qfd^f 
MJMIclof) jrf^ ifkf I •ift kqWkfFIiqm i* f^rntcim Ijq qrvm? 

arsf^m-sTT o^ct^k (mr^) mi Hrjm q# i am; ik mmR 

akfczicR-aiT q5f qiw kn? km ^ Ft ajk jnkmkt ^ 
mF.Fm. ^ kqtcFft/iJFTRmf mt ik-mviiR ar^simsiT m# fF mi4cnt) 
anir qm iTFt t I 

16. 6krcki ^ Ftmm inkmk #f ^ krafcrat ^ mmi if rnmim ’Jpf ^ 

j%qkm ^ fki? aFjmr 1 ^ tFFim i ^ 6 if kqffkr ki^ficff Ft ctfj 
F tf m? mmm t l am: mF.Foi. ^ Piqldcbf/'S^Fmf ^ ^raq t 

'HlFPq goF mi kqkF Mldd'flEft PlFHIdcfl ^ aigFg 1 ^ klflim 7 if 
mjikftci -k-FimR 3T8foiicR8jT Fmft ftmt ^ argm? ftim -atmi 11 

17. Fmmfrsft ftmriFcft ^ aigmi 1 ^ tm 7 ^ aigFR Fikmi^ ^ akmr t 

k) F? miFTm gcF mi ftqkF ‘FimiF aisfHrmsn mk Ft FtFci 
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[Part I— Sec. 1] 


3mcn ^ ararai ^ ^ sirtiR w ^ ^ 

3M ^ ^ ^ g>t ^ 3TOI ^ ^ ^ ^ 

awcfT f^' 3RI 3TmR w ffsra^r 'jrqR- ^ iim 

cTRrfcT ir ^ ^ <JTs?crr ^ ?nPra ^ i’ ar^ojra^ cn^ 

^ ^ ^ If ’efej gra ^ 3iicf;% ajsrar 

'Stra®! ^ I Tira^ if f^^iWf/^jcqiggif ^ jicg^ 

^ fe[T t 3?cT: aratsra^ ^ ^ wn^r ^ 

if HiflrcpTfr ^ qm ®)T^ 3?Tg5% ^qcR^ ^ f i iim ^ 

g5fTi^ ift ’rm ^ 3RI ^ (^EfcRf gjf w>-$ch'^ ^ atraicff ^ 
^ if Prakoi wiri ^ 

cF)T ^nsfcp 3TT I 3m: ^ 'Hihivi ^ gg f^tsiW 

‘ fiRff 3RI 3TmR’ gTcft ^?55l% ^ 3n^ fcpm 11 


xr.2 fliHRj ’jsg 

18. 5^ qRf^fciiii if mf^rcpRt % rnmim ^ g5f wn 3f?Rt^ g^fricft 

ir^RT^smitcf ^ fctRmW w, ’ei^, ■g?fr»i ^ HHg^f eisit 

^ er fs^R cfR^ ®5t t I wT^ffam EimimRf ^ smiR 

ER WqRt ’JeJT cf)t wn **♦* 'TO/ft’.'JIT. 3tsmT **** 3m.:5I./%.m. 
TR ^sfRT 3?crll[ ^ 1 3m.;gT. = 46.06 w q5t 3fhfm f^Pm xr 

fcR[R cfR^ fix cfft t I 

^.3 RrafcT qftxm 

19. Rraf^ q5fxm cfft mnm snf^tsn^xRT gRiXR sft^ ^ 

3nsiR XR cf5t xi^ t I xsng smf?! ^ mR?T sfRm Rraf^i gxfxm gg 

xje?j **♦* :^o/RP.Tn.( *♦♦’'■ 3m.:5i./ft?.xn. ) ^ l **** 
3m.^. XR 3i?R^?ftEi 111%, ***♦ 3m.^. XR xn% sfR **** 

sm.^sr. XR ffit ^ mxrmfxjm gRir ^ «ng mRgmixm Rmf?i 

gxfxi^ cf>f xRmi **** sm.^sr. (xiira amRi ^ i sm.^gi. = 46.06 

^O) XR cf>f XT^ t I 






IW—5^1] 
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^.4 «ne5i 

20. ^^7 47|lP l t|1Rd TTPTRI ^Jc?! cWI ^ OT^JR 77 illl?f<t>l^l % 

7137 7!f^ 77 Ptsrf7«I I^HI^dK tW:- 


7T37 Tlf^ 


“rs. r —. 

3I3RI 

3I3.3!./%.7T. 

R<im w*ia 
313.3T./fe.-jn 

7133 3|R}|3 
313.3T./%.7I. 


it’ic'ie 

'k'k'k 

ieifk 

(68.67%) 

n^ld^ 


oRr f^stTR ^ 3jt7 -qnyuii^ ^ 


W. glf^ 77 f^trfTR 

W .1 «fct Tnft 7 ? 7 I 

^ 1^707 777171 7i7 ^ ft? 7n 7^ f 

21 . md ' 7 % ^ R 7 T 7 77 ^ ^ BljW 7 >t 3 T 77 T dc 7 l 77 7 «?I 

7777 7^3% 3jk TTT^f ^ 77% cWT STITRRT TT^ 737 77 TTT^^ «I73I 77 
TJTTW 757% % TtfTTTI f%cft t I T^TJ '37fr7 777 31771 ^£77 7>7 717531 
Tf 77T% 7Tf%3 37713 £7777 % 37ct?Ef 3^f ^ I 33773 % ^ ^ ^ 
757777731 33777531 % I 71335%sft ^c75 ^ 1%31 37717% 7% #l3 

7>t33 7%^ 3?%7 7% 1%7cl TTJTft 7% pl3T % 753%t 753 7^ I 7%7| 
3#3 ^775 3771 77% ^ 717 ^ 7177? % >3f^ ^l33 7^ 3ft ^ 
3751 77tf%5 #3 33.77, ^ 7lfe3 37713 ^73 7t573I ^ f377r7 

^ 75T37 31%51371 753 ^t33 37 71777 % 37cI®I 7% I 37fl3 ^ 
3757 373 % «%% 3t7f£T ^ #33 f^tf% 7517% f%33 3# 3ft7 17% 77517 
5j7% t%%?l 77 377 % %t 777% M(cl<j>cl f^lf% # I 
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22. »ft KHT TRIT t "fRT aiRiraf ^ cTSI? "3#^ 

qjt 5ri% t »iT^ mgq? SRT '•rrefru wpstr 4 >3^cif 

gft flqft ^ TiqpT g>t I q? I^rba ftim qui t % afftw 

^ qfcT 3TRTRfr SRT anwT ^ WW 

vTT t I 3TRm eTT5^ W sTRlTcr ^ 

^ qrf&lvHI 4 VnfiTcf qff uIT f % WcPR "T? 3rt^ 

vS^TT^ qq ^ t I ^ i4^oii41 arf^ wncr 

q5TT ^ ^ B?TRq q>T4q>cm ^ f cT> f^lf% ^ 3lftR 

fTR^j ^ TsjRftq ^p3TR ^ ^ aiRmr ^ *rPT ^ ^ 

sTjirf^ ^ t I f^T% ^ ^ wf5t 15 ft ^ t 

■Gi?T ^ ^ qrfcm qf^fciAii ^ cf?n ^ arj*# ^ tl 

^ #ftTj gft 3T^j# fci^ snqi'f-'^llcr 2004 frqr ^ 

^cMr^TH cTi|4ch'dW qlt 1^ ^ qrq ^ aft I q^'3?im ^ ^ 

EnWT t % ^ ^ ^ cTlqsrfleldl (v^t% 'cTTf#Tr qr?4? 4^ 

■^ttcREI q#f ^ t) q^ ^3?im qrt ^ I 

xfj2 Rif^cRi'^ SHI qifq 

23. jnf?m^ 5r q^r ft «rf^ ^ ftij qr? ftfiRq qq^ ^ 

ftrqr t i Trrf^tqq^ q? ’ll ^ qH^T t % ^#1 qRT.qq. f?R>^ 
qieqM gqq? ciqi |3 tt t i ^ qiq.qiq. arq^ 3if^ i^rqlqq 

^ ^q ^ qrftrqq^ ^r ^ iriq qq Piqlyui ftRIT t % ^qq^ ^ ^ aiTqicr 

qiftq qftqqi qq |3 tt i 3F: sifci qqi qq^R^qr ^ ^ 

qqtqrqraJ ^rq^ ^ ^ anqRff qrl qrfecf airaiq qrqr qqr t I 

24. qrriqM crr ^ arj^dq 3.1 3lk qieqM Piqniqd) ^ arg^ II ^ 

fq ^ ^ ^ qqq qq qiqqiq t, (qr) qifecf othrti qft 

qrar qqr wq ucqi^ ^ q^ qr^iH ^Iqqt qq qrfeci amncfr 
qq qqrq; 3#? (^) qrfer anq^ff ^ qrar jmiq ^ ^ 3cm qf ^ 

qqnqq^ qq ?q ^cMiqt’ qq qf^'ni^ qqrq 1 qrf^iqqlM si^istt t 
% % fq qm qf1 qqq q;^ % qqr qqq qoq arsiqi smociqr ^ ^ 
qqnqq sRiqi ^iiqq ^ qqq 4 arraicft 4 qqqH ^ t 1 qrf^ ^rmicTt 







[vn 




13 


^ 51^ ^ ^ ^r jnf?m>iM % ar^iw t ftj ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ SlliJId* ^ if W^ ^ ^5t*r?T gft foRT if 

®TOTcff 5RT 1^ # atsrar ^ ^ ^ amiraf 

jnrw % w?5t w ^fNcff TR 3R!isn aiFn t afarar ^ 
if ^sgjiTe an^ t ’sfr 3 ?^[t Tjg? wf5t sifkr ^ i 


25. 5# ft^cfSTR ^ MiflviHiaf M|[6|*I^1 ^ TJ^ >3^ tR ^ ^nfecT 

arnricff ^r w T?>t^ trtt^ aik gWf ci«n RTOjRcn tr jprr^ 
gff ^ gff t rrftj srf^ afR tits^ ci«n af^, ■?ift ^ 

<j)i'(uiir*f4> M ift wrra gft ^ I 

(w) arw jmra: qrfta ajniRff w 155 a jnira 'R jPfra 

26. ^ ^ f? ^Tif^ ari^ gff inai ^ ^ PfijjTfnR ^ g5t 

^ t:- 

i) ^ ^ arrara *ir!n aft^ flRn: 


f^lRWT 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

viftw 3ral^ 
(qiPfc^l^^j) 

3?^,03- 

ftRf.04 

(^3Wfi>) 

4Mli f^i4n 







cwpim ^ 







<Hl44l31T4t!«T ^ 
■<^ arj^ 









461.54 

416.21 

469.00 

676.144 

1014.22 

m<jRi 


100 

90 

102 

146 

146 

jj^gjglllll^^^ 



13.00 

1.00 

26.00 

39:00 

3TT^TRT 


461.54 

429.21 


702.14 

1053.22 

5f^% 


100 

93 

102 

152 

152 

^ 4MK 

ftSFfTT 
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% 

100.00 

ES&IH 

99.79 

96.30 

96.30 


% 

0.00 

3,03 

0.21 

3.70 

3.70 

^ mm 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


27. 3TRjEr=TT ^ HSiPr^sjiTd-ii sri 

feiTcREr ntf sM ^ ff^RT #tfT t ft? ^ smtra 

ftf5p?T #*TFgc^ ^ ft?^ ■R 17 I #<^kft3TTt?f5 SRT 

«cnt Trf 3 {T!ncr w ? 3 Tm 3 ?crft 706.15 ’ft.'e’-T ^ i f^^^f 9 r=ra 

ftuft^ ^-fftf^ sri ?3iTcra crp? 7t<t ansift 

-{fftc iR aj^ HF S?lft f ft? tt aiRJTcI 5RI ScIFI ^ 

3IRn?ff fpRTT if 3lfts? I ^ ^ t ft? ftPftT #R7^c^l? 

iM ^ ^ ^ STRICT ^ ##?f>3ir^q^ SRI ?3?T?I$I 3lft?# ^ 

?Ilft?I ?Tff ft??? tt;? f 31^: Sn^STI^ SRI ^?IcTSI s??in? ^ aift?^ ?R 
ftilcftui IWftBTaf fcRSRT ftrsn n^IT t I 3IT^3IT^???!T SRI ?3?ra3I 
WRS?Tft ^ WI WrIT t ft? 3TTEIR S^ ^ ?3ira 3ISft cR? ^ ^ f? 
3(ir5n# 4 46% s5t ^ ft I 3isft ^ ^ M ^ fl? f?^ 

afRiicif ir 52% ft I ?3TtEi 3mft ^ f?^ armrafi ^ "fftis ^ 

S5T 96% ^ ?3raft? 37RI M S?T flWT cFPFT 4% ^ I 


28. armiR eft ^ ^ 3isft ^ ?!ft^s ?Tra s5t RfFT 40% ?ft ft 31^ 

vj^ieU ^ 18% s5t ftRT^r ^i^ Wtr s5t Trft ci8n ^cqR?T 4 ft 
ffe sft ^ ^ ^ fi? 3TRn^ if ft??^ ft I 

f 

ii) *I^T, 3<k 9IvjIR 

^) ^I^ Z6I ?3c«nS5T 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ 3Tcrf?t 
(cllf^clSl^d) 

_ 

3rto,03- 
Rm.04 
(vH^ 3raf^) 

rurrcurg|B 









864 

864 

864 

952 

1428 


% 

88 

89 

97 

94 

94 



100 

102 

111 

107 

107 

1^ 1 

—4- ■ ■ —■ ^ 





_ 
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-gpigl] _ 




758 

772 

841 

896 

1343 

PT^ 


100 

102 

111 

1i8 

118 


29. m? ^ fW ^sm t % ^ ^ ^ OTf^ ^ 

3TTqrR ^ pci'll ^ 1l[)% ^ ^ % I ^ ^ ^ite ^5TM % 1% 

^fi^RTT ^ 3Tqf^ ^ 3lrf?nT 6 ^ tAcj^ vJ^iq<P IfRT <jf^ ^ 

I ^?qT^ ^ snqR ^ ^ ^ ^ "fPIT t 

Wq 3?qf^ ^ ^I^FT 18% q>t "gf I R>^ vJ'tTl srafSf ^ ^I^FT 
^TPT ^ 40% ^ ^ ^ 'dcHiq’l ^ Cpqcl 18% ^ ^ I 


is) iEi^ OTtn iSt 




200CI-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

viffw araf^r 
(qiR«ol^c() 

3rto,03- 

f%Rf.04 

(^6wfir) 

H^f 

dlidl^Oi Tjq 

Pl^iae 









535 

647 

652 

673 

1009 

3777<f^ 


345 

404 

466 

457 

685 

^Pr<p*i 


190 

243 

185 

216 

324 

«<jr^ 

■<i41td 

100 

121 

122 

126 

126 

iigTPirMErirM 

EjSI 

92 

53 

119 

68 

102 

3ni^ 


52 

17 

49 

21 

32 

^Rc^h 


40 

36 

70 

47 

70 

$d Rf^'zrt 

4t.^ 

627 

700 

771 

741 

1111 

OT?f 


94 

115 

18 

sbb 

227 

3777cf^ 


79 

94 

5 


163 

^Mh 


15 

21 

13 

43 

64 

^ifq” 


630 

762 

669 

824 

1236 

5?#l 


100 

121 

106 

131 

131 


30. Siicp'^f ^ (^?elqui ^ ^rr -cjciai % 1% "q^ RRh^l ^ 3TTqR ^ ^ci*ii 
^ 'Sri^ 3fq1& ^ cJtyM 2(3% q5t ^ I 3iiqK ^ pci'll ^ 3>ei q^cj^ 
?mT ^ ^ ^ w ^^ifqr wu t wrq 

3Tqf^ ^ 31% ^ it I 
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31. ^ 3T^ ^ 3tf^ ^ ^ ^ 3Pr=ft SPRIT ^ 

^ 8}t I ^ y^iTRcf? if ^ 2003-04 ^ gcPIT if 

3t%R P#ff ^ 897c g5t ^ ^ I c|>t if 

^ ^ if ^ 3m1& ^ cfitt ^ t 

13^ 17<. ^ OTt t f^RT^r ^ ^PlcI ^ t ftl aiRlftiW 

SPRIT 3fl7 arf^RcRT SPRIT ^ fl? JcMW ^ l^f&^Tff if jpfpi =1^ 

W I 


f^rafci if gilt tygr ifPiH ^?rf2iT w g^fff^ ansiR gif ^ 

^ 2001-02 if Riinse an^ aik ^ 2002-03 if wif ^ ^ 

pim araf^ ^ ^laif airaR gif ^ ^?ptt if 747c gff fRrgg an 1 


n) Rin aik graR f^iRn 




2000-01 

2001-02 

1091 

1191 

100 

109 

535 

647 

94 

— 

115 


2002-03 ] grafil T'wS^7o 3^ 
(Sirac)51^d) flRI.04 
I (uRer araf&) 






























































{^1—^p»gi3 
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33. ^ ^ ^ TpjHT ^ ^ ^ arRRff, ^1^ RM' ^t 

^ <mT ^3TO ilRI^Tt^t I’TT'I^^^ -HchKW* ^ 

^?ikT ^ t cKffl>> snarR g5t ^r Rra sraRr ^ 40% 

^ ^ ^ I 3 lf^?f ^ ^ W t ■HFI 

^ Tf ^3?jW ^ WRIR fl# 2001-02 ctSU 2002- 

03 ^ ffe gt 8it ^ 2003-04 3ft7 wra ^ ikR 

Rkmci an Tit I ^ araRr ^ ^ifm ^ 4 Trr anm? 

n'lf g>t goRT Tf 90% Riyicie an 'nt I nsn ^ann 

^ Tf ^SSfrn ^RR ft# ^ W ’nRR t ftj Wt 2001- 
02 ait? 2002-03 Tf ffe ^ nt ^ 2003-04 sft? RR aigft ^ 

#!R Wf RKicie an nt I #? aneuR ^ ^ ntn ?ra5 ^ 
^ ft# ^ ^ 2001-02 ^ Ri'iiiR an nt ^ 3 #f 2002-03, 

2003-04 ait? 3#lt ^ ^i?H ^3?lif fl% ^ 'nt I 3?nft ^ ^t?PT 
Rtn ^r ?ra^ ^ ^ ^rr ft# 4 amn? # gcmr 5% # ^ ^ 
nt I 

(?a) tftej^ ^#n 'R tnftcj ajranti n)t*RT jwr 

34. ?iw ^ #517 nrf# an^ ^ njRin #55; ^#n # ##f n? # 
nRR '# RRT nfftm g#cft, nR ^ n? ft# #ri, #nn ? 4 m ?tsn 
#nn ■nft t, ^ ?M # nt t i 5 ?t ft#^ ^ jhirrM 

^ 3 #n # nrftn ail?ra ^niKn cnw, ml# aft?m ftracf ft# 
(WRRn^ #7 areiftm# #mT (# 53 ; B#n # Rpra R niif^ui ^Mcb i ^ 
mr mn#nRn ftR Rft ^ nR nftmfcR) # goim ?ft^ ^ ^ g'f 
ai| 4 |ldl # elMia # n^ % I 


#*m 




20Q0-01 

2001 02 

2002-03 

v5lt^ 3Rit^J 

/ r^r t\ \ 

3lft^,03- 
f^.04 
(^ 3raf^) 

(dllQcbl^d) 

cr>c^^/cp]*ia 





. 




363.85 

347.84 


310.38 

310.38 

rv. ■ i*N. gi 

Hqci W?m 

^./f^.in. 

)|C1|C)|C 

*♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 




1050 GI/2006—3 
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1 






vJc^iqh dTMd 

^./%.Tn. 

*** 

*** 

4C3|(3|( I 




^./f^.TH. 

*** 

♦ ** 

** * 


3|e)|c)ic 


% 

sfe jje sje 

**♦ 

*ilH* 

1 

ri 

)|C!)!Hc 


um ^ clfhcT 


(ijjpji ^o/%.in. <r) 


T 1 ■ ■■ 


araRr<5i^l a^f^cT 

♦ * ♦ 



ipH cf{l*ld ^ Rsfn 

**♦ 

EPH jrftnrf tR ftg7f(%) 

*** 

a>H affTRi TT7 

#nT 

27-37 


35. ^ f5|#?ui if 'SijlTi 3fftp^ g5t 

M ?tSTT 3ft7 «3?n^ gjT W TT tf t ^’^ 

W t I 

36 'Tlfer 3ntIT?ff ^ gffjra ^ ^ ^ ^ gft 

cTTO, ftgft 3ik ’JrZff ^ if ^ t I 

37. ’ti«I<£l ^?ft ^ ^ ^ ^f%3 vifra sraf^ ^ cjlxil 'fl«(<s ^ 

1 ^ Ti^ Hsftn gft fulcra gft pHi if 7fi i jrjk 

Wm gft if 3iT ^ I ^ »nf^ ^ 

■arafir ^ 20-307o ^ if 7fl I 

38. ctFra ^ WH ^ iRn ’Et^ t ^3?qi^ cmra ^ arrar? M g5t 

fcT^TT if 96% ^ fSl'trad 3TT ^ if ^ aictfSt ^ #?PI 

arraR ^ gff ^cRH if 98% g^f Pl^ide i ^ ^ an^ira gjf 

^ ^ aiRit ^ ciitiRff w ^ ^ ^ ara: a^^ncff if an 

nt I ftig, nim arafir ^ 20-30% ^ #f(t % aWf 






















^TOl] 


« 1 Hn ^ TWHt; SRIMIW 
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^ sfhr arfSraj an w f^sra^ 2001-02 ^ ^ 

anl^ nni «ft 'jraftj 'jWKH ctnra 2002-03 ^ ^ arafir 
^I 

39 . ^rn ^ iR ft# #>RT 5Tft ^ aown nn w ^ ti 

5 ^ ngjR jnftgj# % awfcin?# #Tcr # wrr •# i a#ft gcHT 
#l3 ^ # t nrf^ nsn ^ n? ft# #n?r ^ ftraftor ft^ir w 

^1 N3 ?ii «j<t> ^ ^T# ^ atafiftgj# #»ni ^ ft>nT ^ t 

afft ftnj #g aigf?r ^ #!Fr ftxim#^ # 'Jwkh cnw n? 

^ ^ ft^iR ft:fnT nm t 1 aiRrai, aijsjicraiait # 

^ ftn? afFrar nn hh#*'<«i ftnn nnt t 1 ft?^t^ ^ 

iraT ■qeiai % fti 'd«i<£i <i?r ^ '{i«icg ^ncf ^ mftn aiftRf ’jf?! W9 
ainft ^ ftnj #ci ^ ^fter ir ft#^ atsiftn?# #nw % ^ t I 
nFi ^ iR ft# »nftH W 5 anjft ^ #rFr 27-37% # #nT ^ 1 

^.3 ajRi «fir 4 ) 1^1 # isrrn 

40. 'sftci .'jEik # nrar nsTr #*# n? nrftcr ann# ^ jmm aift # 53 ; 

^#n # anm, 'iww'i, SFrai ^n#T aift ftft^ff nan ^ ff 
fts^ nm ftftpn ^ wrir ft^ft ^ nfn nn ann an^ 
nrwf ftn# # aft ^ ^ ^i#T ftnr ^14531 t, ^ 

ft#nai PiHii^nK ft^nr nm t:- 

i) cim Tj^ nann irarF 'r nRnft^ ijn ^snRn jnira 


aricB^ 


Rq^V| 

5’Rft 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ arafSr 

3i^ci,03~ 
f^.04 
(^ aralit) 








dTO 

^TTf^ 

^./f^.TIT. 


*>(0(1 

>|c>|c4( 

l(Cl(Cl(C 

*** 



100 

91 

91 

96 

96 

g5hrci 


*it* 

l|Cl|Cl|C 

i|ci|c9|e 

4<>|(>(c 

ifc>|c>|c 
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’TtRcTi 









100 

98 

98 

98 

98 


^./f^.in. 


♦ ♦♦ 



*** 

Hff^ 


-100 

-37. 

-27 

-87 

-87 

■5^ cfT^T/^- 

'M 


*** 


**>|{ 

♦ ♦♦ 

Hs** 


iBEIEiKfa 

-100 

-45 

-33 

-109 

-109 


‘diy 

+ *♦ 


terete 

♦ ♦ * 

*** 



-100 

-28 

-19 

-106 

-106 


41. smTR ^ ^ 2001-02, 2002-03 cTTO 3iraK ^ ^ 

form ^ 91% ^ ffRTcj^ ^ 3ft7 uim 3raf& ^ ^ i 

f%f, arafir ^ otFT?i arwR ^ 96% ^ i arm 

fisfft cRjcft 2001-02 2002-03 aft? uim arafSr.^ ^hrr=r 
98% ^ an nf 1 w mciw t 2001-02 nan 

2002-03 ^ tin? ?^ offtm ufTET areffiT ^ tt?H gniK-i oimn t ^ 

ori^n ftnor ft^ ntnn t ^ arjmn % ^ ?rat i Jitt 

fmit ufttf t arrm? nt it nt 2002-03 nn> ?^ orftm uim 
'arcrft ^ tfm? irfttf t ^ nt 1 i?ft rran? nmn’ irittf t amn? 
mf ^ nt 2002-03 nn> fm? arnnn orftrn vsim amft ^ ttmn ar? 
iftmi nf I 


ii) ^'icT'ii? naiT Hvrf^Rni 



100 ]120 1 151 T 151 151 





















































[VPfl— 
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14>r| Hut^i 









100 

118 

136 

128 

128 


42. <f» 4' T) i R ' 4 t ^ arraR ^ graft ?ra> PRrae ^ 

^ graft ^ arara 4 ^ ^ »i$ i ^ jpilcRftcr jrasra 

w ^ I 

43. Hvi r <j|^41 4 ansTR ^ ^ cRr ^ araft «ra> ^rrt fftr ^ ^ i atwR 

^ ^ gcRT 4 Rft araft ^ 1 ??^ 51% ^ ^ ^ ■nf I ^ 3 ?«rraH 

^ jift Hv>i<jJ^irt a?R[R ^ ^ ^5HT if Rft araft ^ 28% ^ 

^ I 

iii) ^g< 8?n 



■ 

2000*01 

2001*02 

2002^ 

oliVT lalqRl 

(qiPf«ilya) 

aidcT,03- “ 

(tsitwapif^) 

v)cm<%4>dl 








^0 

♦♦♦ 

*4i3|( 

*** 

*** 

)|c>|e4 




♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

«♦* 

a|ca|cft 

>3'cMKH 


*** 


4>a|(4i 

*** 


^TgRt 


100 

101 

109 

120 

120 


44. ^5JhnfM ^ ^f ifflgR ^ Riw araft cra>. ft?rae ^ afR 

jrft grara^ Rft araft ^ ^>7^ fftr ^ v4 *itifh snm ^ 

^ f?HT Rft araft i> ^'T 20 % g>t ^ an ^ I 


iv) nrar 




2O01H>1 

2001*02 

2002H» 

vfm awftif 

3fAH,03* 

f^:o4 

(^anrfdr) 

(dii^coi^d) 

dcMI<54>dl 
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3itef?T 


' ■'■ 1 

*** 

*** 

*** 

afe afe 

a|(a(t* 








51^#% 


100 

94 

103 

165 

165 


45. ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ w t 13TraK ^ ^ 

gciHT if; ^3^ ^ sraRr ^ 65% ^ ^ ^ 'nf I ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ frt 3ft^ ^ if pRracT 3rrt ^ ^ 

38 ^ ^ ^ arafif ^ 25 ^ I 


v) cfn^ ^ If? 3fro 3(k ^ ^ ijpM 



m 

m 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ 3mfir 

3li&ci,03- 
1^.04 
(^ 3rafir) 

Pi4ei Pl'Mci 

cTOf ^ 


a|aaf(]|( 

a|(aft]|( 

afta|e* 

aftaftafe 

Tpr^TP^amiR 

cTO ■^. 

a|caf(i|e 

)|eaf(i|t 

akalciic 

aft ate* 

)|ea|ca|e 

i f t • r%. 

cFTf? ^ 

% 

afaalcalc 

*** 

sfotcjtc 





-100 

-16 

-1 

-146 

-146 


46. artqi# ^ ^ anw ^ ^ ^^crar t armR 

?m| ■n^ 3 TO if 3 fmR % is^ 2002-03 cw 'g^jR eft gan 

^ 3t^ ^ %ri% Wfft ft3T5 T[^ I 

vi) T^fmff iR ul^^cf jntra ^icf^ g>Rg> 

47 . ^ ^ f^rafet gWf i> ^ ^ ’gcrar t % ^ 3 ^ armR gif 

^ etgR giter amf^r erg^ pRrge an# # l wg a?g1?r ^ ^t^ g? anwR 

g^i ^ 96% ^ I ^ 5ft airaR g^ % grig afgfli gg; 

Pi'iige an# ^ I g^ 2000-01 ^ g? 25 % ^ gft gtm aigfSt ^ #gg 
: ■EragR 20 % ^ gt 1 gftomRggw Ptgfg gitgg aik g^r 
gg ^ftgr^og^ i> tjgig is gfkng^greg gg^ gra ^ ^f%s ^jpg w 
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jmra w I ^ srgt^ ^i? amn? ^ ^ 85.3o% ^ i ^3RRn 

eimcT A ^ 2001-02 tWT 2002-03 ^ fipR e ^ ^ arafiT ftj 

^’it I 

48. ^ 'TOrM efni ^ am: w ^ airaici niti-ij i ti) ^c5> ^ 

?Tn; ^ ^ WR ^ i ^trct ^ f?i^ htrr ^ arjwR 

Riiid'i-^'a ^ ^ ^ aig*# sft % ^145 w ^ 

arram ^ ftij ^ ^ra;^ # i srt atraRi gft 

aig»rt^ ^iici jfr%f%»T ?i«n f^rahi ^ jntrsR ^ ^ ^ vsn^ sft 

#3fl^ ^ ^ ^ ift aigfrfrr 7^ ftj % an^r^Rm^ ^ ^ 

’1FT 71^ tRq> ^RI (^t€tl7) ^r 'HIHM ^ TW ^ 7R5^ # I 

?7r ^ ^ ^r^RTfSjvjft^ gft aig>if% ^ ^ alk «trlt # 

jfl#Nn ^ ^ 171 g?7K ^ 7j^ tftqj ^ if gft ^ 7§, gi75ra 

if men-fl^l ^7 Jnm TzM TH, ITlf^ A^^n-aMfd gft 4f^RI 77 

7R^ ^ ^ ftj 3Mr?ff 5i7t s%f5r jnw w i 

vii) TOH flff Trai 

49. 7f75 ^ ^ 7R^ ii 7R7 Tlf^ 68.67% 7171 77T t I 

viii) 

50. 3liq>'9l ^ *j^c7i<p*l ^ 77T TcRI ^ ft? 7175 TTef Tff 7T7, ^?7177, 

ftfipTff 7I«n ^377177557 if fflf 7^'I flS5^ 171^ TTn -TJcRIT t 1377177 
cTnra, fSlaft 7)t77r, i^m twt cpnt ^ 77 377 if ttttitttp ^ 7 ^ 

#1 

VA Wfct •n*«7»i 7 ft 7177 if R'qj'f 

51. 7^ ^lft7 7>t ST7<7 if 777 aTlfit ^ ^TH cPPR 10% 7ft ^ 7^ 

51777 'Sh4|<i if iff '7777 7% '5ft ^ I ^77157 if 18% ^ ^ 

715ft 3#t7 7^ ftfiRif if 26% ^ ^ 5?lt# 7$ t I fifeg, lit 575 315^1 
if 7f7 if 40% 5ft 5ft ^5171 if ^ 15!% 5ft 375755577 t I ^ 
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^ ^gEJR ^ ^3fl ’TTT ^ ^ ^ 31 ^ ^ I 

^ ^ ^eRT if ^ arafir ^ ^ ^ 46% ^ ^ ft I 

hI^I ^ 'JI? 40% ^ ^ visil'l ^ RRR l^’Hll (y^cj^ 

w ?m) ^ 3imR ^f 58% ^ «JT, RixT araf^ ^ 

: qflxii t(cq)X 54% ^ '|iJI vjRf^ <i^<s ^ ^ «llv>lK f^-HlI ^ StitiK 
■^f 44% ^ «Tr, ^3^ RTET 3RfSr 44% ^ 'RTt I f^RcT ftaft ^ 
^ .giT 'ieORj'l W ^ t % 5^ aiFlRf ^ ^?Tm 
; ^ ^5t»R "^f ^5^ aiRft ^ t I ^STR ^ ^ ^ RT»RRcn RIxI 3Rflt 
^ f^lf^ 1^ alk cIR '4 ift f^l1% ^3^ ^ 

Tit fuRI^ 4Ru||HW>hq ;3^ 3raf& ^ ^ItR ^ f^r^ 33 aTR if ift 

f^Rrae an nt i 

0.5 3RT 

i) 3Rr ^eiRfr ^ nj arrarnt nm iwi 

■ 52. amfir ^ ^kR annm g?5i m ^ ^ vr.tm. Rfer arafSr ^ 
^hR ^ 1054 aRTTcff ^f ^ 96.30% 3nnR #3 

#l ?Fra 57 n 3 i%n am ^ ^ §3 39 ’ft.^ anmn ^sfR e# 
nn 3t>n1^ WR #r 3 rrt 11 

ii) "nin 4 nj’ft aik/awrai ^snn ^ ^ wicira 

i53. i 3R^ nra nft ^ nfn ^ n^rfR ^ n?ift "3$ ti airaR nft 

gcRT ^ Rra amfir ^ 40% ^ ^ am: n? n>Ra? ^ nn3R 

^ ^ 3RRT t f^RT5>t nRF ^ giitn nJt e# ft ^ 1 

iii) ?wi trtcj. vdcMidchf 1^) aiRR uf^4uixH4> insftRn art? 3R*f 
ufcl'RUf 

54. 3R5 R?t nn gnn 3W ^ anam ftmi ^ ^rrt t art? mw? rt 

nrtt rtt RiR? MRi4m^<ii m^I^t nff t i anf; n? nn?n) nnnn n@ 

I ^ ?R5cn t f^RT^ ^?Ttn nrt «rf^ ft ^ I 
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iv) H ^ rilP i «iin aik f^iitcT P i« m<{H 

55. ^ ix^ yltilRiei?) aisirar ^dlPi^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ TRIT ^ ^ ^ ■g^Rnr ^ I ^ %e 

ftnn uiM t 'jefm ^ ^ ^TraT g>T f^rat^r ^ 

^ sjT ^ arafsSr ^ Piiiy sitetr ^ ^ fcRi 74% 

^ f^Rra^ OT ^ I ^ McT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

fiRrr ^ ara; fa gjREP ^ ^refmf cItt ^ i 

V) ET^ ^iftn y wicjihdl 

56. ^fTRT gft ^T ^SJR 'frqr t fvRFf armR ^ ^ 

^pETT ^ yTTET amfSr i> 20 % ^ ^ t i ■c5»?ErtR4f 

qy?^M ^r ^ 3ra1?r ^ ^Rr 51% ^ ^ ^ t afR jifit 

vScqRET iTari^ if qff srr^rR ^ ^ ^cRi ^r Rra araPr ^ ^Rr 28% ^ 
t I 

E?.6 EJ5RWIR»ra) wre 

57. 4>KU |i eH4> ^ E^ ^ ?R ^r ’tTSR5Rr gRT ft5tT ^ 

E5rm ^ Tff f I -Ej^^ ^gffrr ^ wiftsp etPr afR eR^ g:?fR eR 
Err?tTf^ 5iPr crarr amrrcfr e^ ^ q5T<m r cH ' g> wr ^ ^ ^ ?R ^r 
EjEp yfftr ^ Tf^ I TTreEiM PrrteicP ^ ai^ II ^ 

(v) Phi j'^R ^ 3 ^ t:- 

' zrw 3m^ ^ u<ilfRr f^ esty f^ wr^m ^mm> (ii) wm (iv) # 

W5R mr^ ^ vif^ wrf^ smmff ^ e?^ cre^ ^ srf?r ^ ^ i 1 
smmt mr ETtcj ejbtPt ^ ^ wtc# wf^ ^ ^ 4>mi<n4> m 
jf^ih /^/?te mkm§ ^ wm wnw wm ^ e?7w e^ smrR w ?Prr / 


I 


1050 01 / 2006—4 
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wfelmif mi ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ mmit fSpr# 

3mm wnftm ^ ^ sik kr et^ ^wm ^ sif^ ^ ^ 

sfk m 3rm mmn ^ srl^ ^ ^ mt srrmf w ^ 

mm ?tm i mis H km mnmf k -mj mft ^ mm-mm wftm i 
mm iifimf w '■kf <:c w mnm ^ mm mr vkmf, rnirn # mff srmr 
g> ^ ^ r/,%,“ X mmf ukmrnmm wm-m rm mm 
mfmihf ^ #5’ 4 kmm mm kdPi ^ kmfm 

fkmm mm n t^rnm} 

58. ^■'{TTfcii 3?R ^ Tr| t ■ET^ 5 # ai-y incr cfJT^ ^ 

CTW? ^ ^ ff t I FTcTffcP ^ccp ^ ^ orf^ ^^0^5 ^ 

lfF3RT3Tf fWfPT i> Cf^ EJm.'nTJT. aTRTTcT trrfecT gWf ER 

vjq?Wf ^ ^ f^5R#r c[5twf ^t Ef)^ ^ Trf 3fR ^2RTcf5t 

ftpfff E]^ cf>t aiaf^cM-’fi gWf ■^r ift w? gftT^rf ir 

^jEfm g^r c^ c(v^ epI Epaj #it tr5i 1^Rr% ^nfet 

3?TEnrff ^ wen I ^RtriHw^n ei^ ^#>7 ei^ 

RT^iTK^T, ETEp^ TTcrrt; 3fR '|v3ft f%t?r t? aim ?if^ Ejspft q:|t I aici: 

^ |Ej mfei aimTcfi Eift eteji? ^ -q^ erf^ ft 1 

i5f. ?WT «# eij^ f^R!^ ttt wirnm 

I5f.1 WI ^ f'=(?l<jRl 

59. Ej^ Fg^ % 117571 Efft fEj^Tf% ^ wg ftnl^Rdd t- 

er) eiwr 

60 . Erg Pi^dd ettjt t ftr upT.mir. wnwi srt STfmm 

EjE# EmiEftEr ^tejtr Efft EfFT Effi ^cPfT e( wi5t aifSiEp f i ieie^ arcrrar, 
wg wr Et ^ 31^ egmiw ift f Ejft tm’^ ^ ^etr Ei^ ermiR 
^r ftErfcf etpstr if iff g|7r tt ansfiiHEp ep? f i jfoiier 

wi firafcr snrarR git fij girnit tp^t smenait ept -^am %qT -0^7 
t I f=T gmiT^ ER Epo3TT Ep^ ^ ^t?Ei ^ ^ wimER mfer ^t>m ir ift 
^3Enm ^ Et t I gm mrpEPTft ^ -<7^ t ftp #p Efit 


hf ■ 










[MFTi-^gr^i] 




5000 #^=r ^ 4000 ^ mci 1500 

^T ^ f^rat^T 2500 3fl7 3lf^‘f^<W 3IH^<Ki «nraT 1000 

t I ’TPJcfr? TTFI 1526 ^ t I t % 

3Tq^ aifriRcw SFicTT ^ ^ ^ ^ i <<t) 3pnft ffRrat ^r 

g^ift pTT% gff if iJfit I 31^:, ^ yc<lKcj5 TIT^ W ^ ^ 

tl 


61. inRtcpRt ^ )?Ri TpT ggif ^ ^ ^ t afhr gF wggj 

11 % ^.IPT. Tf in^RTfFMTeT ^ t, 

^ gi^ g^ ^g?T f^>gT ggr t i wsg niwid Pl^gg ^r 

gF gg^ irgr sg f^r \3FTigg5 ^ 3iwitn gjt gw«!)g ^3d^ l g<^)^ 
^ ^gg ^ FR ^MidRd F^ ftRIT ^IT WFT ^ 3pgsiT FWT 3?s} gF 
^TT 1% FR^ftg wngci^r ^ ^Fnggjf ^ ai'dggVi ^ tjggi 4 

Ff%F fcpgr grrw i gF '•ft Riftgg %gT ggr t % giR) ' g>i»d1 gft Rfg 
3Tgf§r ^hrg gftf ftt ^gg ffcw gRift ^ g# g5Fi ggr I Mi(^g> i ft 
^ ^ t ft? gregftsft l^ggrgoft ^ 5fif?i'g>ift gft ft^ft ?ft F^gr 
gsrgjR sr gRFf tr gsg ggr Rigg ^ amiR gg Rrakw gRgr 
I f^Rft ftt 'Higg f^gi gngpg giRigr ^ ^ggr fr ggRR g^tg>R 
g^ ftigr RT Rg^iT t fjg f^gg sirt FE§g> ggrg>rft Fri ftftg g# 
ggr t aiggr aiRf F^gg? ggr^ % wfm t I 3 rt: 

FTf&ggft ft FF F# w 1% ^iftF ^ aiggRRi ^ ^tf^f ft gftf 

Rrgg jr^f fftRir ggr ^ afR F^gft gF grg ^ 1% wgift ^ awig 
ft gF Pi^*? F^ Iftgr Ffr ■'frgJFT t % ggr fttF rf.fr. ft gftt sriftRgg 
grFFT gft^ t ift i 

a) FTFF g>I FIT^ FFFf 


62. gF fftftgF fftjgr ggr t fft? Fft 'ggg angiF arfftg RTF#g ftftt ^ fff 
fftg? RT ^ t 13igF med'iltJl ^gg? grft sngra ^ ffifft f^ gigg gjRi 
t ggf1% fgft cfFT :|3g t I Ficiifft? ^ gftgg 

(giFFftftt ^;eg5 fftgi) aft? gft^ 'Fsftg gft fftgft ^^Iff eft #g aiFF gggft 
t I FF Iftftgg fftiFT ggif t ftuft thrift ft Miegftftt ^gg? ffff fftR 
Rift g? FIR giFF ft 3#g RiFftF ftftt ^ sraigi spf FTsgftf ft 





28 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Shc:. 1] 


ammft ^ ^ I If? ift f^f^ n^rr t 1% Tf? 

Rsjqm cf>T q>)4 q-ldl ^ 41 h ^ fqqldch) ffSIT ■3 ?'TRcF) 

'(HHIkl ^ Aft Cf5^ I 

63., '!JTf§ra5Tft % ^ ^ gff t 3ik ?raT % I? Rtx^l 

ft’ ^ t ■qRunrff .itft W '^f ^ ’grrf ^ 

M %, tfTS^ ^ m ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

n) 

64. ^ ^ WTR^jT 5RI JPT pRfe c^ 3T^ ^ cfTf f!f^ 

W ^ t I viMd'il WR^?T$t ^ R?rT ’Eferar t % '#1 c^ ^J^cfcii ?TSJT 
Prafe^ ^ 3r^ ^rGTRf ^ ift ir^Rf^^iufter ^ ^ f I ^ 

^ ^ t ^ ^ f^rafe 3T^ ^ Cf?t fcf^TJT W tl 

65. jnf§ra>rft % ^ ^ ^ t afhr ^ t % ^ ftf# 

armcf ftj nra cf? apir ^ ^ ^ t, 3 f?t ^ 

1^ 'HTT PrM ^ cflT'yJI ^ITT^ ^ ^ c^ ■?iq if ^ 'cf^ Wf 

^ I 

JIjI 5H'<I^(tI »r 

66. snfSra^rtt if WJT t % tiT55T fST t ^ ctRuIhI' c^ iTFf W if 

TT?^ # '55^ ■nm t afk ■5Tanf^r?cfft^ ar^ cf^f 

ft? jnf§ra5Tft 4ff ?RT t ^ 5=Rrf% ^ ^ t i 

^.2 e# jijI g^RTff^ 

67. «lf% 4^ ^ ^EJ if EJlfUr % Rnr^RsId fir^ f- 

gj) x3?I»n EIjI <{f«J'j«Idl 

68. W Pt^qq ftj^Tf ^FTT ^ qR nl^j^qi '5^ WcfT ^ cff mldd 

^ ft^ra#ET E3?qK ^ SITIIRff ^ gff^ if'HT^ ^ 1^ T7 









[MPT I—-grog 1] 


MTRT : 3TMTMRM 
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Prafciifi' f^nqfcT ^ f 1aram, gn gsTjf-f^sn^ 

ft tny it ftM arafir ^ ufci^ ^ t 

^jftvFTiaTf ^ ^ WMR 4 #f*RT aTFITcT ^TTafT ^ I t 

^fwra ir ’3rT% t cfr tirfer amncff ^ 

^ ^ I #>Tra^ t (iie'-i^M ^OTRff ^ ^ 

'^RuiiW'friM wf% afhr ^ ^ I ^ ’ft irm t 

ft^pr ^fTTra trft ^ Wfft gft’rar aft? ’TRftt^r «rr3rR ft 
?? ^R'mftt #r yTnT>ft ^ ?ra ararar 

aft? gftt ^ ^ ^ 3mftt ftaft gft»Rft ^ 

■gsFR ??ift ^ arrft ?T?n? fl# ^ ?!aft ^ Mm ^5^ i 

??r^ ft ^dm ^ cfnnRcfT ft aft? g>ftt an nmjftt i ^?t^ wk 
■eRc^ ^?ftn annft nftpftf nft nm nr?ft ^ nrm ^ nmrnr crrfft? nF annft 
nftncT tn ^ I nf^- tRcj ^?ftn % anfsranr ^ nftncft n? nft 
?Fcft t aft? nift annra nftnft ’eR^ g^ftn nft nftnftt ft 
nm nff ??cft t i ^cj ?reftn sm ft ^ ftt fft?ra^ fftj? ^ nn 
arft -eR^ -gFitn ft crm ft fft?ra^ nmn ftnr i eRcJ, ftt mm? ft 
ms? ftft n? ftt mm ^ftm ms ftmm ft I 

^) ’ftsjm mnftt ft airaTft am miftt ftN<i mdftt 

69. ^cm ?RTm fftm rnmr t ft eR^ B?frn ft ftft mft anmft ft 
m?ftn mm? ft eR^^ ^amft ftt fttnft ft mftft ft mnjftt i ?m mn ftt 
mrftt nft ‘ftmrmrr t fft ^jfttn ftr mfftr anmft ft aft? atfftm ftft 
ftftt nftift anmftn wn^ ^ Ej^ xjftrn ft ft fttn fttnn am? 
np ailtim t mftft ^ftc| ^jfttn atcrrnrntft fttnn ft ?sr 1.1 

n) men mftm mi ?ei? 

70. eif fftftjn fftm nrn t fft men mfftn eR^ gfttn gm ftt n^ mmn ft 
arjmRmrftt t i 

rnfft ftt fn?rffft ft ftftr ft fftmft 

71 . mfftmrft ft Eft^ ^mtn ftr ft rnmfftm silft mi ?nCT nsft ftt m fftm t 
aft? Eift^ igftm ftt cftmjftm ft ?ifti ft ei>!^ ?mtn ft nftt ft fur i mj»r, 
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afiT ^ hV-t^i^i aiRtcm^ ^ ^ t 

nm ^ ^ cTSTF ^ erfct ^ ^ ^ #Tiw 11 

72. MrfE)cf5[^t irpTOT t ft? 4lcf=TM eFIFT vifft ^ '»m^ 5^ ft 

fttw ^ ?77 yft<jid jmm ^iftm i fft^ ^TRcift m?5rR A ?3ftrcf 
irfftprft ^ gre-iyM wft itti ^ ot ^aftft i fTift 

wft ft ciT^ ft ■qr^ q^fftftf gRi aifftcT argftcT cWT 
^iTTTO ft vsnxjft, ft^ ftRrae ftt ft^ w Tift^TF afft qra 

ft wfiwafr ftr aziTw ftwT ftt ^3qct^?iT ftr wr Wr ft rfiwt 
ftftftt I mftq^Tft ftR q?7R t ft> MRiftft vjqrfti ftr cr; ^ 
qfftmqRWT ftfr ft ftft qrft ajTRcft ftt Iftftt ftt ctt? ft ftgq qfti 
yfT RftR aft? ffttfcR ^jq'ftgmait ft ftR ■s?qR ftt ■grosiR tR 
nfftfR qqtcf qft Tiftm l wrr^ ^qHi4 ft ft arsrar arft aftftf? fttft ftt 
m ftt WRT qTj Rftft I 

?t. aifftti PiM)i} 

73. v3im ft anaR w tnfftfjtft g>t fftcfft t fft:- 

q?. ftw^g' ftqt ft ?jct ft ararm gft ft fftftfftt Tftns w q?i ■‘TRtt ftt 

fftftct ?3Fft TTRTR ^jcR ft ftftRt W |3n t ftRlft 

ftftjtmRTR qtcR f3tt t; 

7j. ^sftrn ftt qtfeF arRnft ft g?RDt ctrtftftf? arfft ft t; afft 

F. ftw^ ft?t ft ftw;^ Ret ft atrzrrft qq qreqftftt TRtR 
fftr ^ t ft qRun'H'R'OT ?3ftTn ftt sftt ctait qt^q ft 
wft qftt arsTciT ^jqftt Ftft ftt ftRcRt ftft I 

F. wqftq vjsjtq ft ftet aik arR ^ 

74. qtctqftft ^^eftf qq qftqpf armeik qR qreq ftt arjiftq snqR q^fftfti 
FRT vjfttq ftt ft srft ftt 7RTO ePRt ftttt t Rtft qrftftj qRiRft 
?jcf5 gqq qarr ^fftt qtftjqft ftt fftttft ^qRftfftr ftt qq Ttft fttft ft?t ft 
RRRT %cr ft armqq? ftt t I qreqftftt ftt rp]; epft ft 
qfktmsRR ftettj ft?t ftr Ftft qtft atmraf ftt fftftt ftt qq? ft ftqq ntt 
qq qrftqt afk ffttffttq ^jqft vsqfttqRatf ftt ^qqift ftt gqctsicn qq 
qfrtfR qqrcr qftf qftqr i 






[Mmi— 
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z. 

75. 3Mrat ^ ?fm ^ wnhi ^ 

^chKM<t> PlElkui ^ ^ ^ t % ^ ^ ^ 

3Mraf m ^ ^Rf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fR?jR5cn t I ^ ^ 
% ^ ^ RCT ^ 'RR 3lk ^ijatn gjt 1^ ^ g5t •^1^ f<? 
iTTf^ran^ ^ ^ t % c^T^ 'H>hyH ^ ^ 3ng?zraRr t i 

3R; >ll(^l<t>l'{l f% CjRo^t wrar t aft^ ^ ^ ?t«it ^f ^ 

'j)H.‘l“i. ^ 'd«i«S *llcl ^ 3iiqw'l ^ HiC'ixIiH ^e«t> cPTF? 'jii^ ^ 

t I 

76. ITTRRJT^ IRT 3RRrR ^ artSRRI ^ ^ 

JTTfSWrft Rf5R 3TSraT STf^ ^ ^ ^ f%?gRc»R> 

Hic'i'<it}t ^<?<p cFi'nj vTT^ ^ Ri'piRjfi «pwi ^ vjjtftj 3rt5RraT zm ^ 
?nf^ Bttn ^Pt ^ ^ ei% gft ^ ^ i ^ ^ tr 

^ % ’jcT ^ w Rraf% airaR ^ sit. 

yiRiihi^l ^ vp^.7RT. TjcT ^ arsT^T ^ % PiTjIRid rr ^ ^ 
3TT7n7ff TR PllTtUlldRj RT^t ^ RRjIRr ^RR t ^ 

’5RT alk wf gft^ ^ ^ ^ ai^ ^ ^ ^ ttr? vtRi% 
^ ^ d l fcT» r gjRR 9 ^RRI t. ^ aTlTITcT ^ WT 
’JRT ^TTRT 9 4 ^7T ’JRT % R^T ^:- 


?p 


W ^ 




vJWW4> 



5W(t 

mm 

1 

_ ™ 

3 

4 


6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1. 

29332920 



^.■>M. 


v3s^ 


9.94 

f^.m 

3R.^. 


77. JRRPTTsJ 3TRl?ff ^ ’JRT ^ aiwccfld ’jRT #TT ^ 

arl^t^RR 1962 cT?rT ftmn IRT ^iMRd aft? '(tlHRjc^ 

arfirPm, 1975 ^ «tt?t 3, 3^. sr. 9 ?tstt 9 ^? ^ ctfcT titj 
^(^cpi 3TRT^ ?fRrr?j?^ ^ ^ w?ra? ^ I 

78, ??T ant?r ^ ^ ’ft arftR arfirRm ^ ?nTft tj^t^ ^ 

aT^?TR ?ftR^RP, apftpftTi RT^nRraRR ^ ?tot 

^ RT ?T^I 


'Tidt'^'>i, RR^ HiRi'Pift 
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MINIFY OF COMMERCE AND INDUI?rRY 
(Department of Conuneroe) 


(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND AUJED DUTIES) 

NOnnCATON 
New Delhi, the 5th April, 2006 


FINAL FINDINGS 
(Sunset Review) 

Sutdfct: Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of Metronidazole originating in or exported 
fromCluiia PR. 


No. 15 / 9 / 2003 -DGADv— Flaving regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, (hereinafter 
referred to as Act.) as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Cbllection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules^ 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules.); 

A. BACKGROUND 

2. WHEREAS, having regard to abo' e Rules the Designated Authority (hereinafter 
also referred to as the Authority) notified final findings vide Notification No. 17/1/99- 
DGAD dated 14th July 2000 recommending imposition of anti-dumping duties on all 
imports of Metronidazole originating in or exported from China PR. The original 
invest^ation in this proceeding was initiated on 29‘^ July 1999. The Preliminary findings 
were jssued by the Designated Authority vide Notification No. 17/I/99-DGAD 21*‘ 
February 2000. Final findings of the Authority were issued by the Designated Authority 
vide Notification No. 17/1/99-DGAD dated 14th July 2000 and the final duty was iu.posed 
(pn the subject goods vide Customs Notification dated 31,8.2000. 

3. The Designated Authority, in terms of section 9A (5) of sajd Act. received a 
substantiated application from M/s Aarti Drugs Ltd., Mumbai and M/s Unichem 
Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai requesting for review, enhancement and continuation of the anti¬ 
dumping duties levied on the subject goods, for another five years on the grounds that 
oessatipn of anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping 
and injury. The Designated Authority issued a public notice No. 15/9/2003-DGAD dated 8th 
April ^05, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti-dumping (Sunset 
Review) investigations, to examine whether the expiry of anti dumping duty would lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping or injury 

B. PROCEDURE 

4. In the proceedings the procedure described below has been followed: 




'gFgl] 
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i) After initiation of the review the Authority sent questionnaires, alongwith the 
initiation notification, to the known exporters/producers in the subject country in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4), to elicit relevant information. 

ii) Notices were also sent to the domestic industry in India seeking relevant 
information in accoidance with the Rules; 

ill) The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the inve^igation, in accordance with Rule 6(2), with ^ request to 
advise the exporterjj/producers in their country to respond to the questionnaire 
within the prescribed time. 

iv) Questionnaires were sent to the knovm importers and consumers of subject goods 
in India calling for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4), 

v) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past 
three years, and the period of investigations. The data provided by the domestic 
industry sourced from International Business Information Services (IBIS) was 
verified from IBIS. 

vi) Copies of the initiation notification were also sent to FICCI, CII and 
ASSOCHAM for wider circulation. 

vi i) No exporter/pFoduc(5r and importer responded to the questionnaires. 

viii) M/s. Aaiti Drugs Ltd., Mumbai, M/s Unichem Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai and 
M/s J B Chemicals, Mumbai the domestic producers of the subject goods 
submitted the infomiation/data; 

ix) The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic industry to the 
extent possible on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
(GAAP) to examine the injury suffered, to work out optimum cost of production 
, cost to malce and sell the subject goods in India and so u to ascertain if Anti- 
Dumping duty low<5r than the dumping margin would K" sufficient to remove 
injury to Domestic Industry; 

x) The Authority held a public hearing on 8,3.06 to hear the interested parties 
orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry. The 
parties attending the public hearing were requested to file written submissions of 
views expressed orally. The written submissions received from interested parties 
have been considered by Designated Authority in this findings; 

xi) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-confidential version of all evidence submitted by various interested parties 
for inspection, upon request. 

xii) The views expressed by various interested parties in response to the initiation 
notification and subsequent to the public hearing are discussed in the relevant, 
paragraphs to tlie extent these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing upon 
the case. The arguments raised by the interested parties have been examined, 
considered and, wherever appropriate, dealt in relevant paragraphs. 

xiii) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed on 21.3.2006 to known interested parties and comments 
received have been duly considered in the findings. 

xiv) Investigations were carried out for the period of investigation (POI) from 1st 
April 2003 to 30th September 2004 (18 months). However injury analysis have 
been carried out for the years April 2000 ~ March 2001, April 2001 - March 
2002, April 2002 - J4arch 2003 and the period of investigation. 
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Xv) ♦*** jn this notification represents information furnished by an interested party 
on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the AD Rules. 


C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

5. The product involved in the original investigation was Metronidazole. This being a 
; Sunsjet review, therefore, the investigation covers the product covered in the original 
investigation. Metronidazole is anti-diarrhea and anti-microbial drug. It is used in cases of 
; amo^vises, trichomonas, to prevent post-operative infection after surgery, giardiasis, acute 
ulcerjative and gingivitis, anaerobic, vaginosis treatment of infection caused by anaerobic 
I micr^ formation. It is an organic chemical falling under heading No. 29332920 in Chapter 
; 29 of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS Classification. This 
i classification however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 
: mvesjtigation. The domestic industry also produces Metronidazole having similar 
charajcteristies and specifications. No argument has been extended, by any interested party, 

! on thje issue of product under consideration or like article and therefore, the Authority holds 
that the product being manufactured by the domestic industry and the product being 
maniifactured and exported from the subject country is like articles as per AD Rules. 

; D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

:6. In the original investigation the application for anti-dumping investigation was filed 
-by Mi/s. Aarti Drugs Ltd., Mumbai and M/s Aarey Drugs & Pharmaceuticals. Mumbai on 
! behalf of the domestic industry. In the present sunset review the information/data has been 
ipFoviJied by M/s Aarti Drugs Ltd., Mumbai M/s Unichem Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai and 
iM/s Ji B Chemicals Ltd., Mumbai. The data and information submitted by M/s Aarti Drugs 
Ltd apd M/s Unichetp Laboratories Ltd. has been considered for analyzing the injury to the 
I domestic industry. The data provided by M/s J B Chemicals has been disregarded for 
linjuiyj analysis as the domestic sales of this company during POI was only 1 MT whereas 
-rest of the production had been exported. 

7. In this case, during POI domestic industry had imported approximately 50% of the 
itotal Sports of subject goods from China PR in which M/s Aarti Drugs Ltd, account for 
i40%, |M/s Unichem Laboratories Ltd. account 3.07% and M/s J B Chemicals account for 
of total imports. It has been contended that imports were made under Advance 
Licenses of Duty Exemption Scheme for manufacture of Metronidazole Benzoate for 
export purpose only and did not enter into commerce of the country, therefore, applicants 
cannot be excluded from purview of domestic industry. 

S. This issue has been examined in terms of Rule 2(b) of Anti Dumping Rules and 
Articlp 4.1(i) of the Anti-Dumping Agreement. As per AntirDumping Agreement ‘when 
producers are related to exporters or importers or are themselves importers of the allegedly 
dumped product, the term ‘domestic industry’ may be interpreted as referring to the rest of 
producers’. As per Rule 2(b) of the Rules, ‘ “domestic industry” means the domestic 
producer as a whole engaged in manufacture of the like article and any activity connected 
therevl^ith or those whose collective output of the said article constitutes a major production 
of totftl domestic production of that article except when such producers are related to 










exporters or importers of the alleged dumped articles or are themselves importers thereof in 
which case such producer may be deemed not to form part of domestic industry’. 

9. The Authority examined the issue on imports made under Advance Licenses by the 
applicants. As per Foreign Trade Policy of India, the inputs imported for export production 
cannot be sold in India. Inputs imported under Advance Licenses after 
processing/manufacturing necessarily have to be exported. Therefore, the Authority is of 
the view that inputs imported under Duty Free Advance Licenses when used for export 
purpose only will not disqualify the producers from domestic industry under Rule 2(b) of 
AD Rules. 

10. The domestic industry has also raised the issue that J B Chemicals should be treated 
as domestic industry as per definition in Rule 2(b) of AD Rules as Rules refer to producers 
as a whole engaged in manufacturing of like article. The Authority has examined this issue 
and is of the view that M/s J B Chemicals is part of domestic industry as per Rule 2(b), 
however, its data has not been used for injury analysis as injury to the domestic industry is 
analysed with reference to its sales in the domestic market. In this case M/s J B Chemicals 
had sold only 1 MT of its production in the domestic market during POI whereas rest of its 
production had been exported. As sale of 1 MT by M/s J B Chemicals would be 
insignificant for its impact on the injury to the domestic industry, therefore, the data of this 
company has been disregarded fDr the purpose of injury analysis. 

E. INITIATION OF THE REVIEW AND ARGUMENTS RAISED 
E.l Views of Applicant Domestic Industry 

11. Domestic industry has submitted that despite anti-dumping duty on Metronidazole, 
dumping continued fi*om the subject country. ‘Given the volume of imports and level of 
prices at which the goods have been exported to India in spite of existence of anti-dumping 
duty, it is likely that volume of import would further increase in case anti-dumping duties 
are withdrawn.’ Regarding present state of performance, the domestic industry submitted 
that imposition of anti-dumping duty has helped the domestic industry to maintain and 
increase their production and utilize capacity at an optimal level and maintain its sales 
volume. Landing price of imp3rts is significantly below the net sales realization of the 
domestic industry. Regarding profitability, the industry is facing significant per unit losses 
over the years. Imports are already undercutting the prices of domestic industry to a 
significant extent, should the present duty be revoked, the extent of price undercutting 
would further increase. Further, the performance of domestic industry was already adverse 
during the period under consideration and it is likely that revocation of anti-dumping 
measure would result in intensified injury to the domestic industry. It has also been 
submitted that as per understanding of the domestic industry the production capacity in 
China for the product under consideration is higher than their domestic demand. Should 
the current measure be allowed to lapse, there is a threat that significant proportion of the 
unused production capability would be used to flood the Indian market. 


E.2 Examination by the Authority 

12. The Authority takes note of arguments raised by the domestic industry regarding 
continued injury to the domestic industry. These arguments have been taken into account 
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while analyzing the injury to the domestic industry, threat of recurrence of dumping and 
injury to the domestic industry. 


Mt^THODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN 


F, DUMPING DETERMINATION: NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE AND 

dumpming margin 


F.l Examination of Response to Market Economy Treatment Questionnaire by the 
Autl^rity 

13. The Designated Authority, as per para 8 (2) of the annexure 1 of AD rules for the 
purpose of assessing the normal value proceeded with the presumption thnt any country that 
has bejen determined to be or has been treated as a non-market economy for the purposes of 
anti-dtimping investigations by the Designated Authority or by the competent authority of 
any WTO member country during the three years period preceding the investigation is a 
non-market economy country. In the past three years China PR has been treated as a non- 
market economy country in the anti-dumping investigations by WTO members such as EU 
and USA, In the instant case China PR has been proposed to be investigated as a non- 
market economy country. 

14. As per Paragraph 8, Annexure I to the An^i Dumping Rules as amended, the 
presun^ption of a non-market economy can be rebutted if the exporter(s) from China 
providp information and sufficient evidence on the basis of the criteria specified in sub 
paragraph (3) in Paragraph 8 and prove the contrary. The cooperating exporters/producers 
of the'Subject goods from People’s Republic of China are required to furnish necessary 
information/sufflcient evidence as mentioned in sub-paragraph (3) of paragraph 8 in 
response to the Market Economy Treatment questionnaire to enable the Designated 
Authoifity to consider the following criteria as to whether:- 

a) ; the decisions of concerned firms in China PR regarding prices, costs and inputs, 

including raw materials, cost of technology and labour, output, sales and investment 
are made in respon.-e to market signals reflecting supply and demand and without 
significant State interference in this regard, and whether costs of major inputs 
substantially reflect market values; 

b) [the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to significant 
distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system, in particular 
in relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, barter trade and payment via 
i compensation of debts; 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee legal 
certainty and stability for the operation of the firms and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate. 

1:5. The Authority sent copies of the questionnaires to all the known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value. No exporters/producer responded to the 
Exporter’s and Market Economy Treatment (MET) questionnaire. Hence, the presumption of 
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non-market economy xemain unrebutted, therefore, the Authority is proceeding treating 
exporters/producers in China PR as (aperatmg in non-market economy. 

16. In view of the above, the Authority is unable to £^ply die principles set out in 
paragraph 1 to 6 of Annexure 1 for determination of normal value for the Chinese exporters. 
Therefore, the normal value in respect of all exporters/producers from China PR is 
determined as per Rules relating to non-market economy as contained in para 7 of Annexure 
1 of AD Rules. 

17. As per para 7 of Annexure 1 of AD Rules, the Authority is required to determine 
normal value on the basis of ‘price lar constructed value in the market economy third country 
or the price from such a third country to other countries, including India or where it is not 
possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the price actually paid or payable in 
India for the like product.’ No data or information was made available by the domestic 
industry about normal value in market economy third country. Exporters/Producers have not 
responded in this case, therefore, ro data is available to the authority in respect of normal 
value in market economy third country. -The prices from third country to India would also be 
not appropriate to determine as imports from other countries (other than subject country) to 
India is very small to permit any meaningfiil conclusion' of the normal value. Therefore, the 
Authority has determined the normal value by resorting to method ‘any other reasonable 
basis’. 

F.2 NORMAL VALUE 

18. Under the circumstances, the authority has constructed the normal value by 
considering the raw material for manufacture of Metronidazole at the international prices, the 
consumption norms of the domestic industry and reasonable profit. Based on above 
information available, the normal value haS been calculated as Rs,***/kg. or USD ***/kg. by 
considering the average exchange rate during POI of 1 USD=Rs.46.06/- 

F.3 EXPORT PRICE 

19. The export price has been determined on the basis of transaction-wise details 
provided by IBIS. During POI the CIF value of weighted average export price was 
Rs.***/kg (US$***/kg.). After making adjustments on account of inland freight as 
US$***, ocean freight as $*** and marine insurance as $*** the ex-factory export price 
has been calculated as US$ *** (1 US$ = Rs.46.06/- during the POI). 

F.4 DUMPING MARGIN 


20. Based on the normal value and export price as determined above, the Authority 
determined the dumping margin as under: 

Dumping Margin _ ■ __ 


Exporter/Producer 

Normal Value 
USD/I^. 

Export Price 
USD/kg. 


All exporters from China PR 
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MEfTHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETERMINATION AND EXAMINATION OF 
CAySALLINK 

G. INJURY DETERMINATION 

G.l CONTINUATION OF INJURY 

Vieyys of Domestic industry are summarized below: 

21. - Imposition of anti-4umping duty has helped the domestic industry to maintain, and 
increase its production, sales and utilize capacity at higher levels. The domestic industry 
would have been able to improve itself further had the dumped import not been available in 
the iharket place. Increase in production resulted in increase in productivity. The landed 
price of imports without anti-dumping duty was significantly below the net realization of 

I the domestic industry. The domestic industry was not able to recover fair price from 
i marl^t even after imposition of duty as dumped imports from China PR was available in 
market at significantly lower prices because of misuse/abuse of duty exemption scheme. 
The bash profit of domestic industry have deteriorated significantly during injury period 
simifcly, return on investment shows considerably adverse situation. 

22. ; It has also been contended that imports made by EOU have caused injury to the 
domestic industry due to permission granted by Govt, of India to EOU to sell product in 
Indian market. It has been submitted that imports made under Advance Licenses cannot be 
equalled as imports made by EOU. Imports made under Advance Licenses cannot enter the 
comrnerce of the Country for the reason that party undertakes an obligation to export the 
resul^nt end product. Even if such resultant end product involves insignificant incremental 
prodi^ction activity, an Advance License holder is not allowed to sell any part of Duty Free 
Import in the local market. However, the situation is much different in case of EOU, where 
the pjolicy permits sales in DTA under certain circumstances. Such DTA sales were 
permissible after reporting insignificant incremental production activities until Foreign 
Tradb Policy 2004. It is a contention of the domestic industry that such flexibility granted 
to EOUs (which is not available to License holder) was the cause of continued injury to the 

domestic industry. 

! 

G.2 lExamination by the Authority 

23. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised in regard to injury to the 
domestic industry. The Authority also notes that anti-dumping duty is in force against 
China PR. In its final determination in respect of China PR, the Authority had determined 
that imports from subject country was at dumped prices. Therefore, for the purpose of 
injury and causal link analysis, the imports from subject country has been treated as 
dumped imports. 

24. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an objective 
examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped 
Impor^ on prices in the domestic market for the like products; and (b) the consequent 
impact of these imports on domestic producers of such products, with regard to the volume 
effect bf the dumped imports. The authorities are required to examine whether there has 
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been a significant increase in imports, either in absolute term or relative to produetitm or 
consumption in the importing member. With regard to the price effect of the dumped 
imports, the authorities are required to examine whether there has been significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like product in the 
importing country, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree, or prevent price increase, which would have otherwise occurred to a 
significant degree. 

25. For the purpose of injury analysis the Authority has examined the volume and price 
effects of dumped imports of the: subject goods on the domestic industry and its effect on 
the prices and profitability to exaimine the existence of injury and causal links betw^n the 
dumping and injury, if any. 

(A) VOLUME EFFECT: Volume effect of dumped imports and impact on 
domestic industry: 

26. The effects of volume of dumped imports from subject country has been examined 
as follows: 


i) Import Volume and share of the subject country: 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

■KmiH 

"1 

Market share 







In Imports 







ImpcHts as per IBIS 







China 

MT 

461.54 

416.21 

469.00 

676.144 

1014.22 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

90 

102 

146 

146 

Other Countries 

MT 


13.00 

1.00 

26.00 

39.00 


MT 

461.54 

429.21 

470.00 

702.14 

1053.22 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

93 

102 

152 

152 








China 

% 

100.00 

96.97 

99.79 

96.30 

96.30 

Other Countries 

% 

0.00 

3.03 

0.21 

3.70 

3.70 



100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


27. The transaction wise details provided by the Directorate General of Commercial 
Intelligence and Statistics (DGCl&S) indicate that imports of Metronidazole had been made 
under different custom tariff heads. The quantity of imports reported by DGCl&S is 
706.15 MT during POL The transaction-wise details of imports provided by International 
Business Information Services (IBIS) shows that imports have been higher than what has 
been reported by the DGCI&S. It appears that all import transactions under different 
custom heads have not been captured in the data provided by DGCI&S, therefore, the data 
provided by the IBIS has been relied upon for analysis. Information provided by IBIS 
shows that imports from the subject country from base year to POI increased by 46%. 
During the same period, total imports from all countries increased by 52%. Share of the 
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subject country in total imports during POI was 96%, as compared to the other countries 
whose share was approximately 4%. 


From the base year to POI, the demand of the subject goods grew by 40% and 
production increased by 18% indicating disproportionate growth imports from subject 
country as compared to growth in demand and production of domestic industry. 


if) Demand, Output and Market shares 
a) Production of the Domestic Industry 


particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

\pr’03- Se|f04i 
(POI) 







t ' J 

(papacity 

MT 

864 

864 

864 

952 

1428 ! 

1 

Capacity Utilization 

% 

88 

89 

97 

94 

ElE 

Indexed 

100 

102 

111 


107 J 

Output 




- 1 


__ ! 

Production 

MT 

758 

772 

841 

896 

1343 i 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

102 

Ml 

118 



2$. It has been noted that capacity of domestic industry has increased by 10% during 
POI as compared to the base year. It has also been noted that the capacity vvas added by 
one of the domestic producers in the last six months of the POI. The production shows the 
rising trend, as compared to base year it had increased by 18% during POI. However, as 
compared to demand which grew by 40% during the same period, the production could 
or^ly increased by 18%. 


b) Sales of Domestic Industry 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 1 4pr’03-Sep’04i 

Annualised | (POI) i 

Natural and 
Potential 
Decline in 
$ales 


. 

. 



i 

f 

1 


MT 

535 


652 

673 

1009 ( 

A^ti Drugs 


345 

404 

466 

457 

^ 685 1 

ijnichem 


190 

243 

185 

216 

324 .i 

li'end 

Indexed 

100 

121 

122 

126 

" 126 

SUles - 
Eixports 

MT 

92 

53 

119 

68 

^ ' 1 

H 1^2 1 



52 

17 

49 

^ 21 

32 1 

unichem 


40 

36 

70 

47 1 

70 ; 

Tbtal Sales 

MT 

627 

700 

771 

741 

Tiii.. 1 

11— 

MT 

94 


18 

151 

i 

227 I 



79 

94 

5 


163 j 
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Unichem 


15 

21 

13 

43 

64 

Sales 

including 

captive 

MT 

630 

762 

669 

824 

1236 

Trends 

indexed 

100 

121 

106 

131 

131 


30. Analysis of data shows that domestic sales had been rising, as compared to base 
year it grew by 26% during POI. The total of domestic sales and captive consumption also 
shows rising trend, as compared to base year it grew by 31% during POI. 

31. One of the producer had increased its capacity during last six mortths of POI. The 
captive sales of the same producer increased by 89% during last six months as compared to 
2003-04. The domestic sales of same producer does not show any growth during POI as 
compared to previous years rather it declined by 1 % indicating that the additional capacity 
and output from additional capacity had not been used in domestic sales. 

32. The exports sales does not show any uniform trend, from base year it declined in 
2001-02, risen sharply in 2002-03, however, during POI it declined to 74% of the base 
year. 

c) Demand and Market Share 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

4pr’03- Sep*04 

(POI) 

Demand 

MT 

1091 

1191 

1139 

1526 

2289 

I'rend 

Indexed 

100 

109 

104 

140 

140 

Domestic Sales of 
petitioner 

MT 

535 

647 

652 

673 

1009 

Captive Consumption 

MT 

94 

115 

18 

151 

.227 

Sales of Other 
Producers 







Total Imports 

MT 

462 

429 

470 

702 

1053 








Market share in 
Demand 

■ 






China 

% 

42.30 

"'3T93 

41.17 

44.31 

44.31 

Other Count’’'cii 

% 

0.00 

1.09 

0.09 


1.70 

Domestic Sales ol 
petitioner 

% 

49.04 

54.32 


44.08 

44.08 

including Captive 

% 

57.70 

63.98 


53.98 

53.98' 

Other Producers 

% 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Total demand 


100.00 

100.00 

100.00 




33. The demand of subject goods has been calculated by addition of domestic sales, 
captive consumption and all imports from all the countries. The growth in demand •'hows 
positive.trend, it increased by 40% during POI as compared to the base year. The analysis 
of data shows that market share of domestic industry in respect of domestic sales in demand 
increased in 2001-02 and 2002-03 but declined in 2003-04 and POI. During POI, the 
market share of the domestic industry declined to 90% of the base year. The market share 
of domestic industry in respect of domestic sales and captive consumption shows that it 
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inciieased in 2001-02 and 2002-03 but declined in 2003-04 and POI. During POI the 
marfcet share of domestic industry declined to 94% of the base year. On the other hand the 
shade of subject country in total demand from base year declined in 2001-02, however, it 
rose in 2002-03, 2003-04 and POI. During POI, the market share of subject country in 
demand grew by 5% of the base year. 

(B) Price Effect of the Dumped imports on the Domestic Industry 

34. The impact on the prices' of the domestic industry on account of dumped imports 
from the subject country has been examined with reference to the price undercutting, price 
underselling, price suppression and price depression, if any. For the purpose of this 
analysis the weighted average cost of production, weighted average Net Sales Realisation 
(NS|l) and the Non-lnjurious Price (NIP) of the domestic industry (worked out after 
norrpating the costing information of the domestic industry) have been compared with 
landpd cost of imports from the subject country. 


PricjB Undercutting 


Particulars 

Unit 



2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 


Price Undercutting/ 
Price Suppression 


jHHI 





Landed Value- 

Chipa 

Rs./kg 


347.84 

326.06 

310.38 

310.38 

Net * Sales 

Realisation 



♦♦♦ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

CosI of Production 

Rs./kg 

__ 

♦♦♦ 

*** 


*** 


Rs./kg 


♦♦♦ 

««« 


*** 

Pric^ Undercutting 
(Range) 

% 




20-30% 

*♦* 


Price Underselling 


(Value in Rs./kg) 


Priqe Underselling 

Metronidazole 

Non! Injurious Price 

*** 

Landed Value 

♦♦♦ 

Price Underselling 


Price Underselling (%) 


Price Underselling range 

27-37 


35, In determining the net sales realization of the domestic industry, the rebates, 
discounts and commission offered by the domestic industry-and the Central Excise Duty 
have been adjusted. 

36. The price suppression effect of the dumped imports has also been examined with 
reference to the cost of production, net sales realization and the landed values from the 
subject country. 
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37. The landed value of imports from the subject countries was lower than the net sales 
realization of die domestic industry for the subject goods during the POI thereby, 
undercutting die selling price of the domestic industry. The undercutting margin was in the 
range of 20-30% during the POI. 

3 8. The trend of cost of production shows that cost of production declined to 96% of the 
base year whereas the selling price decline to 98% of die base year during POI. As 
imports from subject country v/ere coming at significantly low prices since many years, 
therefore, selling prices were already depressed. However, the undercutting in the range of 
20%-30% during POI further suppressed the prices whereby selling prices which remained 
static from 2001-02 to POI whereas cost of production was rising from 2002-03 to POI. 

39. The price underselling is an important indicator of assessment of injury; thus, the 
i^udiority has worked out a non injurious price and compared the same with the landed 
value to arrive at the extent of price underselling. The non-injurious price has been 
evaluated for die domestic producer by appropriately considering the cost of production for 
the product under consideration during the POI. Also in order to eliniinate inefficiencies, 
the capacity utilization has been normated. The analysis shows that the weighted average 
landed value of the subject goods from subject country is less than the non injurious price 
determined for the domestic industry during the period of investigation. The underselling 
margin was in the range of 27-37% during the POI. 

G.3 Examination of other Injury Parameters 

40. After having examined i:he effect of dumped imports on the volumes and prices of 
the domestic industry and major injury indicators like volume, capacity, output, capacity 
utilization and sales of the domestic industry as well as demand pattern with market shares 
of various segments in the earliisr section, other economic parameters which could indicate 
existence of injury to the domestic industry have been analysed hereunder as follows: 


i) Profits and Actual and Potential Effects on Cash Flow 

Jndexeddata 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

Apr’03- Sep’04 

(POD 

ProfItobiUty 







Cost of Production 
weighted 

■1 



*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

91 

91 

96 

96 

Selling Price 
Weighted 

Rs./kg 


•It** 

mm 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

— 

98 

98 

98 

98 

Profit/Loss 

Rs./kg 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

-100 

-37 

-27 

-87 

-87 

Total Profit/Loss - 
Domesstic 

Rs. 

Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

-100 

-45 

-33 


-109 

Cash Profit 

Rs. 

Lacs 


*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 
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Trefrds 

Indexed 

-100 

-2«_J 

-19 

-106 

-106 


T 


41. The cost of production from the base year to 2001 -02, 2002-03 declined to 91% of 
the base year and increased during POT However, during POI the cost of production was 
96% of the base year. Net sales realization from the base year declined to 98% during 
2001-02, 2002-03 and POT It shows that realization was better in 2001-02 and 2002-03, 
however, during POI cost of production increased but net selling price could not increased 
jwop^onately. Pw^unit losses were declining from base year to 2002-03, however, during 
POI ilosses increased. Similarly, cash losses from base year improved till 2002-03 but 
during POI it shows deterioration. • 


ii) ^ Employment a»d Wages 


HKMMU 

. ^ 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 


■nSSlH 









Nos. 


*** 



*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

76 

83 

92 

92 

EiSBHi 



- 




Wagds paid to 
employees 

rI ’ 

Lacs 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 


♦♦♦ 


Trend 

Indexed 

100 

120 

151 

151 

151 


Rs. 

*** 



*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

118 

136 

128 

128 


42. j Number of employees declined from base year to POI despite addition of capacity 
during POT This was explained as progressive automation in the industry. 

43. The wages have been increasing consistently from base year to POT As compared 
to base year wages increased by 51% during POI. However, wages per unit of production 

had increased by 28% during POI as compared to base year. 

! 


Hi) Productivity 



Unit 

. 



2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

.4i)r’03-Sep’04 

(POI) 


L .. 






HUlSSU 

Nos 

««>(( 

♦♦♦ 


■k >(( ■)■ 


Production 

MT 

)(■«« 

♦ ♦♦ 


■IlltCitl 

♦ ♦♦ 

Productivity per 
amploj^e 

MT 


WBm 

♦ ♦♦ 

IfBB 


Trend 

Indexed 

100 

101 

109 

120 J 

L 120 . _1 


44. The number of employees declined from base year to POI and the production per 
employee had increased considerably during POI, it increased by 20% during POI as 
compared to the base year 
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iv) Inventories 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POl 

Annualised 

Apr’03-Sep’O4 

(POD_ 

Average inventories 

MT 

♦♦♦ 

*** 

*** 


*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

' 100 

94 

103 

165 

165 


45. The average inventory in absolute term shows rising trend. As compared to base 
year it had increased by 65% during POL However, average inventory measured as 
equivalent of number of days of domestic sales, it declined from 38 days in base year to 25 
days during POL 

v) Return on Capital Employed and Ability to Raise Capital 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Annualised 

Apr’03-Sep’04 

(POI) 

Net Fixed Assets 

■ Rs. Lacs 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

]ti4c4i 


*** 

.Capital Employed- 
NFA Basis 

Rs. Lacs 

♦♦♦ 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

■ 

♦ ♦♦ 

Return on Capital 
Employed 

% 

*** 

*** 



♦ ♦♦ 

Trends 

Indexed 

-100 

-16 

-1 

-146 

-146 


46. On evaluation of data it shows that return on capital employed on NFA basis, it 
improved from base year to 2002-03 but deteriorated significantly during POI. 

vi) Factor affecting prices 

47. Evaluation of export prices from subject country shows that it had been declining 
from base year to POL During POl it was 96% of the base year. The customs duty has 
also been declining from base year to POL From 25% in 2000-01 it declined to 20% 
during POL The combined effect of decreased export price and reduced customs duty 
consequently impacted the landed value of subject goods. During POl it was 85.30% of the 
base year. The cost of production declined in 2001-02 and 2002-03, however, it increased 
during POL 

48. As the anti-dumping duty was in force, the imports of subject goods was possible 
only after application of anti-dumping duty. As per Foreign Trade Policy of India, export- 
oriented units/EPZs were permitted to make import the subject goods without payment of 
any custom duty. The imports by these units were permitted for processing and export 
purpose only, however, EOU units were also permitted to sell some parts of production in 
the domestic tariff area (DTA) on application of normal custom duty. In this case. 
Metronidazole was permitted by EOU and after small processing the product was being 
sold in domestic tariff area virtually nullifying the effect of anti-dumping duty, therefore, 
the price of the Metronidazole was being affected by imports from subject country. 
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vii) Magnitude of Dumping 

49. The dumping margin for the subject country has been found out to be 68.65%. 
viil) Growth 

50. The evaluation of data shows there was growth in demand, production, sales and 
productivity of the subject goods. However, it shows negative growth in cost of 
production, selling price, profit and return on capital employed. 

G.4 Conclusion on Injuiy Parameters 

51. The capacity of domestic industry had increased during POI by approximately 10%, 
the capacity utilization also increased by approximately 7%, The production could increase 

! by 18% and the domestic sales also shows improvement by 26%. However, this needs to 
be $een against growth in demand by 40% during POI. The sales growth though showing 
improvement was not commensurate with the growth in demand. As compared to growth 
in sales, the growth in imports during the same period was 46%. The growth in demand 
was 40%, the market share of domestic industry (domestic sales and captive consumption) 
dedreased from 58% in the base year to 54% during POI as compared to market share of the 
subject country which increased from 42% in base year to 44% during POI. On evaluation 
of landed value with net selling price, it is apparent that imports had been undercutting the 
price of domestic industry. The profitability after improving shows deterioration during 
POI, likewise cash profit shows deterioration consequently return on investment also 
deteriorated during the same period. 

G.5 OTHERS KNOWN FACTORS 

i) Volume and prices of imports from 6ther sources 

52. During the POI the imports have taken place mainly from China PR. Out of total 
imports of 1054 MT during POI, 96.30% of imports have taken place from China PR. The 
imports of 39 MT from other countries including Hong Kong is not possible factor causing 
injury to the domestic industry. 


ii) Contraction in demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 

53. The total demand of the subject goods shows significant growth. It increased by 
40% during POI as compared to the base year, therefore, this factor is not possible reason 
which could have caused injury to the domestic industry. 

iii) Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and domestic 
producers 

54. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive practices 
in the domestic market. Therefore, this factor could not have been reason to cause injury to 
the domestic industry 
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iv) Development of technology and export performance 

55. Technology or technology related issues have not been raised by any interested 
party as cause of injury t6 the domestic industry. It is noted that the domestic industry was 
exporting some quantity during the base year however, during the POI the exports declined 
to 74% of the base year. As e>:ports constitute very small portion of the domestic sales, 
therefore, this factor is not causing injury to the domestic industry. 

v) Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

56. Productivity of the domestic industry has shown improvement. It has improved by 
20% during POI as compared to the base year. Wages to the employees have increased by 
51% during POI and wages per unit of production also increased by 28% during POI as 
compared to the base year. 

G.6 CAUSAL LINK 

57. The submissions made by interested parties in respect of the issue of causal link 
have been examined. A detailed examination was made with regards to the issues pertaining 
to the material injury to the domestic indushy and causal link between the material injury to 
the domestic industry and dumped imports. Paragraph (v) of Annexure II of the Anti¬ 
dumping Rules reads as under: 

" It must be demonstrated that the dumped imports are, through the effects of dumping, as 
set forth in paragraphs (ii) and (iv) above, causing injury to the domestic industry. The 
demonstration of a causal relationship between the dumped imports and the injury to the 
domestic industry shall be based on an examination of relevant evidence before the 
designated authority. The designated authority shall also examine arty hnown factors other 
than the dumped imports which at the same time are injuring the domestic industry, and the 
injury caused by these other factors must not be attributed to the dumped imports. Factors 
which may be relevant in this respect include, inter alia, the volume and prices of imports 
not sold at dumping prices, contraction in demand or changes in the patterns of 
consumption, trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and 
domestic producers, developments in technology and the export performance and the 
productivity of the domestic industry." 

58. As discussed above, the injury to the domestic industry is not caused by these other 
known factors. Though the anti-dumping duty was in force even then because of misuse of 
duty exemption schemes, the imports from China PR continued to be available to dumped 
prices which was undercutting prices of domestic industry and was being sold at prices 
below the non-injurious prices of the domestic industry, forcing the domestic industry to 
keep their prices low to compete with the dumped imports. Consequently, the domestic 
industry suffered in profitability, cash profits and return on' investment, therefore, the 
dumped imports from the subject country was causing injury to the domestic industry. 
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H. LIKELIHOOD OF RECURRENCE OF DUMPING AND INJURY 
H.l Recurrence of Dumping 

59. The domestic industry has made following submissions regarding recurrence of 
dumping: 


a) Surplus capacity and export orientation of Chinese producers 

60. It has been submitted that the capacities created by producers in China PR are 
significantly higher than demand in their local market. Further, there are several producers 
ofjthe subject goods who. are competing very aggressively with each other not only in the 
dopiestic market but in export market as well. Evidently huge capacities have been created 
considering export market. In order to capture these markets, these producers are willing to 
sell the product even at dumped price. In this regard, it has been informed that the capacity 
in China is 5000 MT, production in China is 4000 MT, consumption in China is 1500MT, 
export from China is 2500 MT and excess unutilized capacity is 1000 MT. The Indian 
deijnand is 1526 MT. It has also been informed that by utilizing their excess capacity the 
Chinese producers would be in a position to reduce its losses. Therefore, the Chinese 
producers are resorting to dumping. 


61. The Authority has examined the argument raised by the domestic industry and it has 
bean found that evidence has been submitted about the capacity of Metronidazole in China 
PR, however, no evidence has been submitted about the consumption. In the post 
disclosure submission, it had been argued that non-cooperation by foreign producer cannot 
shift burden of proof on Indian producers, otherwise it would imply that Indian producers 
would be penalized for non-cooperation of the foreign producers. It has also been 
sub|nitted that petitioner was not called upon to provide any evidence during the course of 
investigation. The Authority is of the view that as per AD Rules, the Authority is to make 
the determination on the basis of facts and evidence made available by any of the interested 
partjy. Simple assertions not backed by any evidence cannot be accepted just because it had 
notibeen opposed by any other interested parties or the other interested parties have not 
cooperated. Therefore, the Authority did not find that any evidence has been submitted in 
support of contention of the domestic industry and takes a view that in absence of the 
material it cannot be concluded whether any excess capacity exist in China PR. 


b) Continuance of Dumping 

62. It has been submitted that imports at present are being made undef Advance License 
category. Anti-dumping duty paid imports are possibly nil at present due to duty itself, 
even though the difference between landed price of imports (without anti-dumping duty) 
and filing price of domestic industry is too significant. It has been submitted that in such 
a situation, on revocation of anti-dumping duty, the dumping of goods would aggravate in 
the imports other than the advance license category. It has also been submitted that there is 
no neason to believe that why the exporters and producers from China would not 
continuously dump on revocation of duty. 


63. The Authority has examined that argument and finds that in view of the findings 
that there exists dumping as already discussed in part F of these Findings, there is a 
possibility of continuation of dumping on revocation of duty. 
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c) Third Couiitry Bumpiiig 

64. The Metronidazole is ll>eing exported by Chinese prockicers to a number of countries 
in the world. Information available suggests that producers and exporters from China are 
dumping Metronidazole in tite other world markets also. This is evident from prices at 
which goods have been exported to a number of countries. 

65. The Authority examinsd the issue and is of the view that in absence of any evictence 
that the China is dumping the; subject goods in other cotmtrieS) the existence of exports to 
other countries cannot be inteipreted as recurrence of dumping to India 

Conclusion on Recurrence of Dumping 

66. The Authority has found existence of dumping as already analysed in part F of this 
fmdings and in view of the odier factors as analysed above> the Authority is of the view that 
there is a possibility of continuance of dumping. 

H.2 Recurrence of injiiiy 

67. Regarding recurrence of injury the domestic indu^ry has made following 
submissions; 

a) Vulnerability of tile Domestic Sndiusiry 

68. It has been submitted that should the present duty be revoked, the extent of price 
undercutting would result in quantum jump in imports of product under consideration, 
given the price at which these exporters are exporting. Further the performance of the 
domestic industry was already adverse during period under consideration due to limited 
imports volume availabfe in market through misuse of export promotion schemes. Should 
the duties be revoked, there vv'ould be no restriction on imports at dump^ prices. It is 
likely that revocation of anti-diumping measure would 'result in intensifying injury. It has 
also been submitted that revocation of |»resent duty would cause a significant price 
undercutting and resultant sufpression/depression of prices in the Indian market, as the 
domestic industry would have no option but first to try to maintain its market share rather 
than maintaining its selling prices. This would in turn further erode the profitability of the 
domestic industry. The domestic industry would thereafter be forced to reduce its prices in 
order to sell the product given that no consumption would continue to buy from dom^ftc 
industry at higher prices should the imports prices he lower than the domestic industry’s 
prices. Any reduction in the prices by the domestic industry would then imply deterioration 
in profits of the domestic industry. The domestic industty could even be forced out of the 
market. 

b) Significant price undercutting by imports with current measures 

69. Imports from subject country would be undercutting prices of domestic industry in 
the Indian market in case duty is revoked. There is a great likelihood of further injury to 
the domestic industry from dumped imports as the level of price difference between 
imported product and domestic industry’s product is too significant even when domestic 
industry is charging unremunerative prices. 
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c) Level of dumping margin 

70. It has been submitted that the dumping margin is significant as per the calculation 
made by the domestic industry. 

Conclusion on Recurrence of Injury 

71. The Authority has already found the existence of material injury to the domestic 
i induistry and in view of the merits in the arguments of the domestic industry about 

vulnjerability of the domestic industry, significant price undercutting and level of dumping 
margin, the Authority is of the view there is a possibility of continuance of injury because 
of dumping of the subject goods 

72. The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect the 
price levels of the product in India. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not 
be reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping 
measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent 
the Recline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to the 
cdnsumers of subject goods. The Authority notes that the Imposition of anti dumping 
measures would not restrict imports from subject country in any way, and therefore, would 
not bffect the availability of the product to the consumers. The consumers could still 
maintain two or even more sources of supply 

I. FINAL FINDINGS 

73. The Authority after considering the foregoing concludes that: 

a. Subject goods originating in or exported from subject country have been exported to 
India below their normal value, resulting in dumping; 

b. The domestic industry has suffered material injury due to dumped imports; 

C. And discontinuation of anti-dumping duties bn the subject goods from subject 
country may likely to continue or lead to the recurrence of injury to the domestic 
industry and dumping; 

J. Indian industry’s interest & other issues 

74. The purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate injury caused to the 
Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices of dumping so as to re-establish a situation 
of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of the 
country. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would not restrict imports from the subject 
country in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the availability of the products to the 
consumers. 

K. Recommendations 

75. In view of positive determination of likelihood of dumping and injury on account of 
imports from China PR the Authority is of the opinion that continuation of the measure is 
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required against imports from that country. However, considering the current level of 
dumping from that country and injury suffei^ by the domestic industry, the Authority is of 
the opinion that the measure in force needs to be revised. Therefore, Authority considers it 
necessary and recommends anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods from China PR 
in the form and manner descril)ed hereunder. 

76. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the authority, the Authority 
recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping or 
margin of injury whichever is lesser, so as to remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
Considering that the duty in the original investigation was imposed on reference price basis 
the Authority recommends continuation of definitive antidumping duty, on all imports of 
subject goods originating in or exported from China PR, as the difference between the 
landed value and the reference price as indicated in Col 9 of the table below, if the landed 
value at the time of importation is below the value indicated at Col.9, 


s. 

No 

Sub- 

Head¬ 

ing 

Description 
of Goods 

Specifi¬ 

cation 

Dountry 

of 

Origin 

Country 

of 

Export . 

Producer 

Exporter 

Amount 

Unit of 
Measure 
ment 

Curre 

ncy 

1 

.2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1. 

29332 

920 

Metronidazole 


China 

PR 

Any 

Country 

Any 

Producer 

Any 

Expwter 

9.94 

Kg 

USD 


77. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined 
by Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied 
under Sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

78. An appeal against this order shall fie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant jMOvisions of the Act. 


• CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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